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Newtown 
Limavadj' Union. 



COPIES of the COEKESPONDENCE between the Reverend Bernard O'N ;; 
Roman-catholic Chaplain of the Newtown Limavadt Union andth’ 
POOB-IAW COMMISSIONEES, which led to the Inquiry held dmins the 
Month of December 1846, in the Poorhouse of the said Union; &o. 



Lettek from the Commissioners to the Rev. Bernard O' Neill. 
No. 380 M /46. 



T, o. Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin 

Rev. Sir, 29 September 1846- ' 

I AM directed by the Poor-law Commissioners to request that you willbP«A 
good as to acquaint them if the letter, purporting to bear your signature 
whmh appeared m the Freeman’s Journal of the 22d instant, was written^y 

A copy of the letter referred to is enclosed. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Letter referred to in foregoing Letter. 

T- Newtown Lirativady, 15 September 1846. 

ErievMces "’''''4' ^ of as “religioos 

EvJdy w„"i »°man-catl.oIic chaplain to the NewWw. 

POK of " "“'"''"3 the work!, opse foe the pot- 

Cn the maste «« T" “/ holidays), Wl.on I wool in I called 

a£ndm\srS";^ 



attend mns« ivTiJ.-. 1,/a ivwuitui-cuuiouc iiimatcB to come aai 

< A... !’f t? ollot* mo to officiate, saying i„ „ most insulting manner, 

uoly there but Gooi! Friday nml Ciiristmas-day.’ Accord- 

ore f he Prtrtl'Jnvir -.1 . 



inElv fliwhurelfl'n-r if f ““Yi "n" ""<> Christmas-dny.’' Accorf 

ofi S matter beroie the Poor-law Commissioners, who sent nii order to the 

ffia I was aU?hcnv'fc'”^rr T Pivvootlng r, i d ^ 

tiiai i vas at hbeny to celebrate mass on nil iiolidays for Sic filurc. 

was over on orders from the Commissiotiors, ns soon as diviac service 

offtovvorratffier.rvnnfff'^V’ "'■tioi' the Catholic paupers 

this mafS f fc c f ‘'“y *‘“'3 ““ >”“"y I bVght 

sioneri fanLd L eabscquently (by or, lor of th/pocr-Iaw Oommis- 

“ This diiv the sifh nf M ^ Catholics work on ii holiday be discontinued.” 

for th^mroose of 1846 both the curate and myself auciKled ihe workhouse 

the ohiC to oomf aE^ftl^d^?■ 'f '-O.' confirmation. I sent to the schoolroom for 
nienced to riJiculf ihf rhiuJr,^ religions duty, when Pigott, the schoolmaster, com- 

save God alone ’ -ind what f *^0 priest or man living could forgive sias, 

foiive them th^h to believe the priest whmi he said he could 

witfi my dutvand alRn'with spoke to Pigott on the impropriety of his iuterferiag 

theological dUonssion with mof anT'whenXBef M?o"^ “ 

made some observations Murnhv ,!,no, a 1 1 •’ ® ^'^'•tghlm, who accompanied me, 
insolent and insnUinr^inner- fed rb‘° ‘ “<;ho-.'l«om, and in a most 

no chaplain.’ ” ^ ™ ^ how dare lie interfere ; that he was 

they “"“io'neSd °ad“ d vompollcd-if not compelled, 

mirdsters, XirUiev If riX ,.t 7 c"“ P'»‘«huit and Rresbyleri.,. 

.rmnffin^and fLXLr lst T /“>■ attending moss, ooufessinn, oJ com- 

master mosslv insult.»ft m proved before the guardinns that Pigott, the sdiool- 

yethVis 3 ’X 2 Xl;r?hr,;orl 1 .ot“e.'"“''""'‘ ‘"= '-'"S-- or the children, 

fer 2 cVZl adviXtoTnd'whhn'"V',T ‘’"= a»‘™°-'--ilholic religion, his inter- 
ims snccceXd in Xv rlffif.l '“i' tf- 

Cnlholic.s, and who hut fo? 1 , , "Iwso fathers ami mothers were 

Tliose cases of nmsplviiorr. T if ”* interfcience, would live and die Calliolics themselves, 
children after which^thpv before the Board of Guardinns, who examined the 

m.aster, and mistresR arp ntitwiihsianding this, the schoolmaster, 

lytisui'is fostered and cemuived at ’ tenderness with which the spirit ofprose- 

Would 
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Would lo God I had never seen a workhouse, as these matters Imvo r^ne^ 
than all my other duties put together. And although somT of those dlffiuuhTt 
partially removed yet I have fo complain of the monster 

of every person, from the master dor^m to the lowest official in the house SS onTof 
whom are Catholics), _ with my hearers, m endeavourimj to pervert thei^Tn S?ith th. 
have succeeded, notwithstanding my exertions ; and will furtlLr snccepd ‘ ^ 

by you and those other friends of religion acting with you. ’ prevented 

I am, &c. 

.ofj'Tjflrd O’Neill, p. p. Newtown Limavady, &c. 



Letter from the Rev. B. O'Neill to the Conunissioners. 

No. 19771 d/46. 

Gentlemen, Newtown Limavady, 4 Octoher 1846. 

I ha™ the honour to be in receipt of yours of the 20th ultimo, request- 
ing to be informed if the letter, purporting to bear my signature, which 
appeared in the Freeman’s Journal of the 22d ult., was written by me 
I beg leave to say that that letter was written by me. 

days"™*'* ’^*^'*“* 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Bernard O’Neill, v. p. 

.N. Limavady. 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. B. O’Neil/. 

No. 1977\ D/46. 

Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 

9 October 1846. 

The Poor-law Commissioners have to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 4 th iust., stating in reply to the inquiry of the Commissioners of the 
29tli ultimo, that tlie letter bearing your signature, in the Freeman’s Journal 
01 the 22d ultimo, was written by you. 

I am now directed by the Commissioners to request your attention to the 
enclosed extract from that letter, in which you state facts which seriously affect 
the conduct of the master and schoolmaster of the workhouse ; and in which 
you further state that certain eases of proselytisra were brought by you before 
the Board of Guardians, who examined the children ; after which they unani- 
mously declared that there was undue influence used in causing them to 
become “Protestants and that notwithstanding this, the schoolmaster, master 
and mistress are continued. * 

The Commissioners have caused the records of their office to he examined in 
reterence to these statements, and they do not And that any of the facts alleged 
m uie accompanying extract from your letter have at any time been brought 
ncter their notice by yourself or by any other person 5 and the Commissioners 
not nnd on the minutes of the Board of Guardians, of which they possess a 
complete series from the commencement of the union, any reference whatever 
to any of the facts in question. 

In a preceding part of your published letter you advert to the correspondence 
mch took place between the Commissioners, the Board of Guardians, and 
yourself, on the subject of the performance of religious service in the workhouse 
tb holidays required by the Roman-catholic church, in which it appears 

e t^oor-Iaw Commissioners twice interfered on your representation, and ulti- 
tb^ n caused the Board of Guardians to discontinue the practice of making 
“l“°“^-catholic inmates work on the holidays in question, 
sent ^ Commissioners cannot but obsen^e, that if you had in like manner repre- 
of ti 1 ground of complaint against the master or schoolmaster 

workhouse, or informed them that undue influence had been used in 
Sing the Roman-catholic children to become Protestants, the Commissioners 
A 2 would 
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would have deemed it their duty to make inquiry into the conduct of the 
ties implicated, and to take any further steps which they might have deen^^- 
necessary thereon ; and on any future occasion of the same kind, the Comi ' 
sioners trust that you will not fail to pursue this course. ’ 

The Commissioners have now to request that you will inform them furthp 
on the following points admitted in your letter : — ”” 

1. By whom or in what manner have the Catholic children been comnelleil 
or if not compelled, requested and advised to attend the lectures of the Pm’ 
testant and Presbyterian ministers ? And 

2. By whom have they been ridiculed and taunted for attending mass con 

fession, or communion ? o 5 u- 

The Commissioners understand these chai-gcs to apply to the schoolmaster 
of the workhouse ; but they wish to know whether you confine them solely to 
him, or whether the master or the matron, whom the Commissioners under- 
stand you to designate as culpable parties, ai-e charged with misconduct in the 
same respect as the schoolmaster. 

3. If the master of the workhouse be not implicated in the charges above 

mentioned, is your complaint regarding him confined to the improper expres- 
sions stated to have been used towards you in the presence of the Rev Mr 
O’Loughlin? ‘ ‘ 

4. If the matron be not implicated in the first and second charges what is 

your ground of complaint against her r ’ 

5. Do the facts alluded to by you involve misconduct on the part of any 
other paid officer m the workhouse ; if so, you will have the goodness to state 
what officer or officers, and in w^hat respect you consider they have miscon- 
ducted themselves in reference to those facts i 

^ The Commissioners will, on the receipt of your answer, be in a position to 
institute an inquiiy into the facts. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Chief Clerk. 



Enclosure in foregoing Letter. 

Tliis (la^jtlie 25th ofMay 1846, both the curate and myself attendee] the workhouse for 
the purpose ot preparing the children for confirmation. 1 sent to the schoolroom for the 
children to come and attend their religious duty, when Pigolt, the schoolmaster, com- 
menced to ridicule tlie children by saying, » ihat no priest or man living could forgive sins, 
save ^joct alone, _ and wliat fools they were to believe the priest when he said he could 
^ ^ Pigoti on the impropriety of his interferine 

^ ,y. ®lso with my hearers, instead of offering an apology be coimoenced 

theological discussion with me; and when the Rev. Mr. O’Loiighlin, who accompanied 
me, made same obserraiions, Murphy, ibe master, darted into the schoolroom, and in a 
most insolent and insulting manner asked Mr. O’Loitghlin how dare he interfere ; that be 
was no chaplam. ® 

„ ‘l*® Catl'olic cliiltlren arc compelled— if not com- 

“7 advised to attend the leotnreB of the Protestant and Presby- 

terian ministers while they are ridiculed and taunted for altendine mass, confession, or 
proved before the gnaRliaus that Pigott,the 
schoolmaster, grossly insulted me, and also interfered with the religious tenets of the chil- 
dren, yet he 18 contimied in the workhouse. 

ferial “Iservatiou against the Rtiman-oalhollc religion, his inler- 
iTas '*■' oluMren, 8tc. &c,, is, thol within the lost two months he 

r»tI.T' . a 1, Catholic children, whose fathers and mothers were 

e s' r ■"Wrfvrence, would live and die Catholics themselves. 

,ri ?■ 1 brought before the Board of Guardians, who esamined iheobil- 

rllem ‘b'y unanimously declared that tiiere was undue influence used in ceusinl 

become Prolestantst and notwiihstandiiig this, the schoolmaster, master, aol 
irteted aud colirdlr^ “ tenderness with which the spirit of proselytisai 
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Kfev.-lown 
Limavady Union. 

Letteh from the Rev. B. O’Neill to the Commissioners. 



No. 20736 D/46. 



Gentlemen Newtown Limavady, 16 Octoher 1846. 

^ A ® V ° ™ '■““I’* 9th instant ; and, with 

regard to the queries therein contained, I have to state,— 

1 st. That when I first heard of the Roman-catholic children attending the 
lectures of the Protestant and Presbyterian clergymen, I mentioned the matter 
from the altai ; told my hearers that the Government provided for their spiritual 
as well as wants, by appointing a clergyman to every class ; that they 

(meaning the Cathohos) had the benefit of a Roman-catholic clergyman, and 
that they need not be sending their children to attend the lectures of any other 
A woman n>(med Margy, who was then and is now an inmate of the house and 
who has children there also, immediately replied, “that they had no control 
over their children, they being under the care and management of the school- 
master and schoolmistress ; that they seldom saw them, and that it was not by 
^eir wish or consent that they attended the lectures of any other than the 
Roma^n-cathohc clergyman; and further, that it was by the direction of the 
schoolmaster and schoolmistress their children attended the lectures of the other 
clergymen. 



2d. When I attended the workhouse for the purpose of preparing the chil- 
oi'en for conmmation, I sent for them to the schoolroom to come and attend 
confession. One of the boys, named Mai-gy, (the son of the before-named 
TPoman,) came to me and said the schoolmaster was laughing at them for 
gomg to co^nfession, for that no priest could forgive them their sins, save God 
mone. After the curate and myself hearing the children’s confessions, I went 
to the schoolroom accompanied by Rev. Mr. O’Loughlin, and asked Hgott 
the schoolmaster, why it was that he should use the expressions he did or why 
mterfere with my hearep ; when he seemed as if willing I should enter into a 
theolc^cal discussion with him. Mr. O’Loughlin made some observation, when 
Murphy, the master, who was only then come in, with fierce and most insulting 
looks, said, “ Why do you interfere ?” or, “ How dare you interfere r you are no 
chaplam.” •' 



3d. The causes of complaint against the master of the workhouse are not 
confined to the expressions used in the presence of the Rev. Mr. O’Loughlin, 
but commence widi my appointment to this parish, as I was only a short time 
here when I had cause to complain of his conduct. 

On Ascension Thursday 1845, being a holyday, I went to the workhouse to 
celebrate mass ; asked him to warn the inmates to attend ; he replied that no 
days should he kept holy there but Good Friday and Christmas-day. I asked 
him did he say so by his own, by the guardians’, or by the Poor-law Commis- 
sioners authority ; when he said, “ Get you the liberty of the guardians, and 
1 don’t care that you make the one jump on top of the other.” 

Surely, gentlemen, you will join with me in saying that this was insulting 
language to use towards any clergyman ; though when the guardians asked me 
to name his insulting language, I told them that I forgave him every personal 
insult by his not repeating them. 

On another occasion, being a Sunday, I was instructing and advising my 
hearers in ^ the workhouse, that if they were compelled, as they were in the 
habit of being, to work on holydays, to let me know. On coming out, Murphy, 
who had been listening at the door, which he admitted, met me, and most 
msuitingly said, “ I had exceeded my duty.” This I considered highly insult- 
ing, though I did not complain, not wishing to he making complaints if I could 
at all avoid it. 

In the month of July last the Bishop attended at ray chapel here for the 
purpose of administering the Sacrament of Confirmation. I sent my curate, 
the Rev. Mr. O’Lougblin, to the workhouse to request the children, and all 
fliers who had not been previously confirmed, to attend at the chapel, when 
Murphy refused to allow any inmate but the children to attend, as the entry in 
the chaplain’s book only mentioned children. I went to the workhouse myself, 

36 B. A 3 spoke 
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spoke to Murphy, who assigned as a cause, that the entry in the book only men 
tioned children. I asked, did he think the guardians would prevent grown 
persons, who were not confirmed, from attending; when he replied “Oh 
I suppose they would not prevent them to be confirmed in iniquity.” " ' 

I leave with you, gentlemen, to say whether this was a proper expression to 
use to any clergyman, more especially coming from a paid officer, who is sud- 
posed to discharge the duties of his office without insulting any person. ^ 

4th. I will not at present make any charge against the matron. 



5th. When I first heard of the eliiJdreii attending the lectures of the other 
clergymen, to my great surprise I also hoard of three of them having become 
Protestants, all of whose fathers and mothers were Catholics, and who were 
Catholics themselves, and attended mass regularly, until they were tampered 
with ; they had not arrived at the age that they could judge what religion was 
best, when all of a sudden they became Protestants ; what other conclusion 
was I to come to but that the schoolmaster and schoolmistress, under whose 
immediate care they had been, advised and induced them to become Protest- 
ants? I immediately brought the matter before the guardians, who brought 
up and examined the children, after which some of the guardians immediately 
called out that the schoolmaster should and ought to be dismissed for h4 
interference with the children. I spoke to some of the guardians in a day or 
two after, and asked them were they not of opinion that undue influence was 
used in causing them to become Protestants ; when they said they were of 
that opinion. ^ 

These cases of proselytism being the greatest grievances of which I ever had 
at any cause to complain, being publicly discussed by and before the 
Board of Guardians, I thought they had laid the matter before the Poor-law 
Commissioners, and was daily expecting a communication on the subject; and 
when I found the matter was not be remedied by either the guardians or 
Poor-law Commissioners, who I thought were aware of it, I had no alter- 
native left me but, when the opportunity occurred, to bring the matter before 
tile public. 

Any insults cTirected against myself individually, and not against me in my 
official capacity, I could I hope patiently endure, and du^crfully forgive ; but 
as 1 am convinced that it was against my office that theses insults were directed, 
I would consider it a dereliction of the duty I owe; to the. body of which I am 
a member, were I to submit to such unmerited insults without re'ckimation. 

Laws of man aad God have entimsted to my safe keeping the cliilelren of the 
Catholic poor of Drumachose ; it would be a betrayal of the saeu-cd trust reposed 
in me were I to allow the officials of a workhouse, or any body of men, no 
matter how high their station, to talte advantage of their miserable state of 
dependency to filch fr-om them the faith of their fathers, or to induce them to 
prove tdse to the baptismal vows wliich they solemnly made to that church of 
w 1 C 1 am the minister. I am confident that the Commis.sioiiers themselves 
would not allow me to remain silent when such attacks were made upon my 
office, or upon the faith of the poor Catholic children of my parish. 

(gentlemen, you have some of the causes of my complaint against the master, 
schoolmaster and schoolmistress ; and it I were to reduce to writing several 
others I could do so, as I never entered the workhouse without detecting looks 

1 MW complain of them but merely to show the Commissioners what has been 
the master, and how unlit he is to be in eharge of such 
an establishment. Some of the inmates often told mo they were afraid lest he 
Should see them talking to me. ^ 

With you, gentlemen, I now leave the whole case, hoping that if you should 
“ investigation, you will be pleased to send some 
tinMnnocted with this part of the country, fertile sole purpose, and 
invest* ^ ™* mmvr receiving an impartial 



I have, &c. 

(signed) Bernard O'Neill, p. p., 
Newtown Limavady. 
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Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. B. O'Neill. 

No. 20735 n/46. 

„. Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 

, ^ ju . 1 , t> t ^ 22 October 1846. 

I AM (Erected by the Poor Law Commissioners to acknowledge the receipt of 
yccur letter of the 16th mstant, in reply to the inquiries contained in the Com- 
missioners^ letter of the 9th mstant; and I am to request you will be aood 
enough to inform the Commissioners of the names of the three children allSded 
to by you under the charge No. 5, as haring suddenly become Protestants. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Letter from the Rev. B. O'Neill to the Commissioners ; received 
23 October 1846. 

No. 21104 D/46. 

Gentlemen, _ Newtown Limavady, 21 October 1846 

On Monday the 19th instant, a cir(;umstance of a serious nature occurred to 
mem the djscharge of my duty as chaplain to the Newtown Limavady Work- 
housfi. whmh I consider far wors<i than anything contained in my letter of the 
16th mstant ; and as I am expectmg an investigation I will hold over the occur- 
invSi^aS purpose of making it part and parcel of such 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Bernard O'Neill, p.p., 
Newtown Limavady. 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. B. O'Neill. 

No. 21104 D/46. 

Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 
r 1 1 , , „ October 1846. 

1 AM toecte.1 by the Poor-law Commissioners to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of the 21st instant, stating that on Monday the 19th instant, a cir- 
cumstance of a serious nature occurred to you in the discharge of your dutv as 
chaplain to the Newtown Limavady Workhouse, which you consider far worse 
tPan anything contained in your letter of the 16th instant. 

In reference thereto, I am directed by the Commissioners to request that vou 
will state the circumstance, in order that they may, if they deem it necessarv 
direct inquuy to be made. • ’ 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Lettek from the Rev. S. O'Neill to the Commissioners. 



No. 21311 d/46. 

Gentlemen, Newtown Limavady, 24 October 1846. 

l HAVE the honour to be in receipt of yours of the 22 d instant, requesting 
tne names of the three children alluded to in my letter of the 16th instant, 
SwelBuUioif^’ Margy, Thomas Callaghan, 

I have, &C. 

(signed) Bernard O'Neill, p.p., 

Newtown Limavady. 



368. 
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Newtown 
Limavady Union. 

Letter from the Rev. Bernard O'Neill, t. r., to the Poor-law Commissioners 

No. 21410 d/46. 



jg Oct. 184C. 



Gentlemen, Newtown Limavady, 2G October 1846 

I HAVE the honour to be in receipt of yours of the 23d instant, requestincr 
a statement of what occurred to me on Monday the loth instant, in the disl 
charge of my duty as chaplain to the Newtown Limavady Workhouse. 

_ This day I was called upon by the daughter of John M'Nicholl (who is aa 
inmate of the Newtown Limavady Workhouse) to attend to her father who was 
ill in the workhouse. I told her that I did not know such a person in the 
house being a hearer of mine, when she said that her father was formerly a 
Roman-cathohc, but having married a Presbyterian, he. conformed to the Pres- 
byterian religion ; but that, being now on his death-hod, his wish and desire was 
that he should be immediately visited by a Roman-catliolio clergyman. I sent 
her back to the workhouse, desired her to call upon Mr. Murphy, the master 
and in his presence to let her father request that 1 should be sent for. She 
aceordmgly did so ; and hi Mr. Murphy’s presence, M'Nicholl desired his 
daughter to go and bring him a priest. Muiphy immediately commenced 
abusing the girl, and calling her improper names ; and said that she gave her 
father whiskey to make him drunk, for the purpose of induomg him to say 
what he did, although she is prepared to make affidavit that such was not the 



On the girl’s coming back to me a second time, I went to the workhouse ac- 
companied by my curate, the Rev. Mr. O’Loughlin, sent for Murphy, the miter, 
to come and see me, when he sent the porter to know what I ivanted with him 
J sent back the porter to say that I wanted him particularly, when he refused 
but sent me the General Orders Book, to read the 33d Article of it. ’ 

When Murphy refused seeing me, I sent in my name to Marcus M'Caus- 
land, esq,, chairman of the Board, who was pleased to come and speak with 
me. 1 stated to him my business, when he said, that as M'Nicholl was 
entered a Presbyterian, there could be nothing done in the matter until it was 
investigated by the Board of Guardians ; who, as he stated, were not then 
sitting in their capacity of poor-law guai-dians, hut were assembled preparatory 

to Holding an extraordinary presentment sessions. 

I replied, by saying, that I thought any inmate above the age of 15 had a 
w r" clergyman he pleased, without waiting for the sanction of 
theBoai-d of Guardians; and that if such was not the case, how could any 
human being be certain of whether he would live for the next Board-day or 
not ; to which Mr, M'Causland replied, that he could not interfere. 

As 1 have no doubt of this as weU as the other complaints which 1 have 
made receiving due consideration from the Poor-law Commis-sionors, I prefer 
at present saying no more than leaving the matter entirely with them. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) Bernard O'Neill, v. p,, 

Newtown Limavady. 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. Bernard O'Neill, p. p. 



No. 21311' 



>d/46. 



21410J 

g- Poor-law Commis.sion Office, Dublin, 

T 1 4.1 T. , 28 October 1840. 

vnnr if Commissioners to acknowledge the receipt of 

I eireum^L/ latter containing a statement of 

vour,l,nv “f ?™'l on tlm 1 Sth instant, in Gie discharge of 

fhlt vouTlSt Newtown Limavady workhouse ; and I am to state 

that your letters shall receive the fullest consideration. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) ^ . il/oore, Chief Clerk. 
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Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. B. O’Neill p p 
Extract of Guardians’ Minutes of 26th October. 



, enclosing 



No. 21410 d/46. 

Sir Poor-law Commission Oifice, DubHn 

. -- - .. 

of proceedings of the Board of GuardiaT on the S w ““a 
request you will be good enough to state whether you dispMftL“fLsT 

desirous that an inVy sCl/ be tade™S 

cation with those officers, in order to ascStmh communi- 

lions advanced against them by you. aUega- 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Enclosure in foregoing Letter- 

No. 21442 D/46. 

E.xTiiACT from Guardians’ Minutes, 26th October 1846. 

:^|g|sps^^ 

Th^ f ?I ’ tlie master refusing to a low iier to brin'» the priest to her faihpr 

i'Tr M»eaag,Sen. bart., Anha. Sa.pLr f! M.“d; 

MWckle audaStpH?^ Connor (who is a Roman-catholic), went to visit the said Jolm 
now 10 h» ^ .*? Presence, if he was ever a Roman-catholic, or did lie wish 

dislincilv a°d’>t mV' h' " ''""g die priest; i,heu he onsirere [ 

L S?7„! 1 “ “V" '‘O'- '"=»"y wi*'' •» beuoaie a Roian-eatliolic, 

a PiibyleriM. ''*“gl"ob w any one else, to bring the priest, and that lie would the 

•=o»rf. declara.io„ 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Master of the Workhouse. 

No. 21410 d/46. 

gjj. Poor-law Commission- office, Dublin, 

n . . 31 October 1846. 

Bernard 0°Nril7p ““'®'TT “ correspondence with the Rev. 

Limavadv TlnTnn’ chaplain of the workhouse of the Newtown 

officers ohhrwo’rZZ complaints made by him against certain 

Th^'ro"^ os stated by Mr. O'Neill, is herewith enclosed. 

Samesof tZtbZTm ™ ™ce been informed by Mr. O'NeiU, that the 
3G8. * ™ children referred to m the last charge are, Henry Margy, 

P Thomas 
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Thomas Callaghan, and Michael Bullion ; and they have received a furthe 
complaint from Mr. O’Neill, a copy of which is also enclosed. 

The Commissioners request you will furnish them with your observa- 
tions on these charges, so far as they relate to you ; and they desire, at the 
same time, to state, that if the facts alleged are denied by you, they will deem 
it right to cause an inquiry to be made on the subject. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) J. Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Enclosure No. 1 to foregoing Letter. 

1. When I first heard of the Roman-catholic children attending the lectures of die Pro- 
testant and Presbyterian clergymen, I raeiuioned the matter from the ulinr ; told my hearers 
that the Government provided for their spiritual as well as their tempond wants by 
appointing a clergyman to every class j that they (meaning the Catholics) had the benefit 
of a Roman-catholic clergyman, and that they need not be sending their children to aitend 
the lectures of auy other. A woman named Margy, whn was then and is now an inmate 
of the house, and who has children there also, immediately replied, “ that they had no 
control over their children, they being under the care and management of the schoolmaster 
and schoolmistress; that they seldom saw them ; and chat it was not by their wish or con- 
sent that they attended the lectures of any other than the Roman-cfithoiic clergyman- 
and further, that it was by the direction of the schoolmaster and schoolmistress that 
their children attended the lectures of the other cleigymen.” 

2. When I attended the workhouse for the purpose of preparing the children for oon- 
fitmation, I sent for them to the schoolroom to come and attend confession. One of the 
boys, named Margy, (the son of the before-named woman), came to me and said the school- 
master was lauding at them for going to confession, for that no priest could forgive them 
their sms, save God alone. After the curate and myself hearing the children’s confessions 
1 went to the schoo room, accompanied by the Rev. Mr. O’Louglilin, and asked Pigott, 
the schoolmaster, why it was that he should use the expressions he did, or why interfere 
with my hearers ; when be seemed as if willing I should enter into a theological discussion 
•with him. Mr. _0 LoiighVm made some observation, when Murphy, the master, who was 
only then come in, with fierce and most insulting looks said, “ Why do you interfere ?"or 

How dare you interfere? you are no cliaiilain.” 

3. The causes of complaint against the master of the workhouse are not confined to the 

expressions used m the presence of the Rev. Mr. O’Loughlin, but commence with my 
appointment to this parish, as I was only a short time here when I had cause to complain 
or h)s conduct. ‘ 

On Ascension Thursday 1845, being a holiday, I went to the workhouse to celebrate 
mass, asked him to warn the inmates to attend; he replied that no days should be kept 
•holy there but Good Friday and Christmas-day. I asked him, did lie say so by his own, 
hy the guardians, or by tbe loor-law Commissioners’ authority; when he said, “Get you 
iheothe'r” and { don’t care that you make the one jump on tiie top of 

Surely, pnilemen, you will join with me in saying that this was insulting language to 
use tovvartis any clergyman; though when the guardians asked me to name his Insulting 
^ ^ forgave him every personal insult by his not repeating 

^ Sunday, I was instructing and advising my hearei-s in the 

orkhouse, that if they were compelled, as they were in the liabit of being, to work on 
holidays, to let me know. On coming out, Murpby, who had been listening at the door, 

e.xceeded my duty ; ” this 

I considered highly insulting, though I did not complain, not wishing to be making com- 
plaints if 1 could at all avoid it. f » o a 

In the month of July last, the Bishop attended at my chapel here for the purpose of 
administering ihe sacrament of confirmation. I sent my curate. Rev. Mr. O’Lfnighlin, to 

all others who had not been previously con- 

firm..d, to aitend at tbe chapel ; when Murphy refused to allow any inmate but the children 
10 atiend, as the entry in the chaplain’s book only mentioned children. I went to the 
n 7 ^ tnyself, and spoke to Murphy, who assigned as a cause that tlie entry in ihe 
book only mentioned children. I asked, » Did he think the guardians would prevent 
giown peijons, who were not confirmed, from attending; ” when he replied, “ Oh, I suppose 

they would not prevent them to be confirmed in iniquity.” • 

I leave with you, gentlenieu, to say whether this was a proper expression to use to any 
clergyman, more especially coming from a paid officer, who is supposed to discharge the 
•dunes of his office without insulting any person. ^ 

5. When I first heard of the children attending the lectures of other clergymen, to my 
great surprise I also heard of three of them having become Protestants, all of whose fathers 

and 
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and mothers were Catholics, and who were Catholios j .i 

laily mitil they were tampered with ; the\ had not attended mass regu 

wiat rellgian »as best, vvhen all of ’a sodden ,S beoame j 

clasion was 1 to come to, but that the scLolmasto ^ what other coo- 

immediate care they had been, advised and indooed them to betomi P, "Sn“ 



Enclosure No. 2 to foregoing Letter. 

This day I was called upon bv the danchtpr i w October 1846. 

the Newtown Limavady Workhouse’) to ^ ^ ^ 

I told her that I did n^t k^now sudfa workhouse. 

#Pg*sssrs:5i!^ 

Sead‘tL';3T,lntr.rfr"‘"'^’'’'-^ 



Litteb from tie Commissioners to tie Schooinaster of the Workhouse. 

No. 21410 D/46. 

o; Poor-law Commission Office, Dubin, 

T„„ D 1 /a - . ®* October 1846. 

B O^Neil B*™ Com^sioners have been in correspondence with the Rev. 
M.O Neill, Roman-cathohc chaplain of the workhouse of the Newtown Lima- 
cf wOTkiiZsf'* complaints made hy him against certain officers 

eadoS^ *^'**'’ complaints as relate to your conduct is herewith' 

of Th! “fifmed hy Mr. O’Neill that the names 

01 the three children referred to in the last charge are, Henry Margy Thomas 
CaUaghan, and Michael Bullion. ■ 

The Commissioners request you will furnish them with your observations on 
to r they relate to you ; and they desire at the same time 

to state, that if the facts alleged are denied by you, they will deem it rieht tn 
cause an inquiry to be made on the subject. ' ' ^ 

I am, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Enclosure to foregoing Letter. 

heard of ihe Roman-catholic children attending the lectures of the 
hpJr= 4? V®shytenan clergymen, I mentioned the matter from the altar: told my 
eare.stliat the Government provided for their spiritual as well as their temporal wants, 
benp^r'^ clergyman to every class; that they (meaning the Catholics) had the 

to In that they need not be sending theif children 

auena the lectures of any other. A woman named Margy, who was then and is now 
inmate ot the house, and who has children there also, immediately replied, “that they 
sdifwir cMldren, they being under the care and management' of the 

witf. schoolmistress ; that they seldom saw them, and that it was not by their 

ofiR* ^'onsent they attended the lectures of any other ilian ihe Roman-catholic clergy- 
B 2 man; 
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man; and further, that it was by the direction of the schoolmaster and schoolmistress th ' 
children attended the lectures of liie other clergymen.” 



2. When I attended the workhouse for the purpose of preparing the children f 

confirmation, I sent for them lo the schoolroom to come and attend confession- o °r 
the boys, named Mar^y (the son of the before-named woman), came to me and’said\h^ 
schoolmaster was laughing at them for going to confession, for that no priest could for»iv 
them their sins, save God alone. After the ciiraie and myself hearing the children’s co ^ 
fessions I went to the schoolroom, accompanied by the Rev. Mr. O’Louglilin, and asked 
PigoU, the schoolmaster, why it was that he should use the e.^pressions lie did or whv 
interfere with my bearers; when he seemed as if willing I should enter into u tlieolosiod 
discussion with him. Mr. O’Loughliu made some observation, wtien Murphy, the m^ter 
who was only then come in, with fierce and most insulting looks said, “Why do voii 
interfere? ” or “ How dare you interfere ? you are no chaplain.” ^ 

3. When I first heard of the children attending the lectures of other clergymen to mv 
great surprise I also lieaid of three of them having become Protesuuits^ll of whose 
fathers an<l mothers were Catholics, and who were Catholics themselves, and attended 
mass regularly until they were tampered with; they ha<l not arrived at the age that ihev 
could judge what relicion was best, when all of a sudden they became Protestants- what 
other conclusion was 1 to come to but that the schoolmaster and schoolmistress ’under 
whose immediate care they had been, advised and induced tiiem to become Protestants ?- 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Schoolmistress of the Workhouse. 



No. 21410 d/46. 



Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Madam, 31 October 1846. 

The Poor-law Commissioners have been in correspondence with the Rev. 
R. O’Neill, Roman-catholic chaplain of the workhouse of the Newtown Lima- 
vady Union, on the subject of complaints made by him against certain officers 
•of the workhouse. 

A copy of such of these complaints as relate to your conduct is hereMth 
•enclosed. 

The Commissioners have since been informed by Mr. O’Neill that the names 
of the children referred to in the last charge arc, Pltmry Margy, Thomas Cal- 
laghan, and Michael Bullion. 

The Commissioners request you will furnish, them with your observations on 
these charges, so far as they relate to you ; and they desire at the same time to 
state, that if the facts alleged are denied by you, they will deem it right to 
cause an inquiry to be made on the subject. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Enclosure to foregoing Letter. 

1. When I first beard of the Roman-catholic children attending the lectures of ihe Pro- 
testant and Presbyterianclergymen, I mentioned tlie matter from ibe altar; told my hearers 
that the Government provided for their spiritual as well as their temporal wants, by 
appointing a clergyman to every class ; that they (meaning the Roman-catholics) Imd the 
benefit of a Roman-catholic clergyman, and that they need not be sending their children 
to attend the lectures of any other. A woman named Margy, who was then and is now 
an inmate ot the house, and who had children there also, immediately replied, “ that they 
bad no control over their children, they being under tiie cave ami management of the 
schoolmaster and schoolmistress ; that they seldom saw tliem, and that it was not by their 
wish or consent that they attended the lectures of any other than the Roman-catholic 
'Clergyman; and further, that it was by the direction of the sclioolmaster and scliool- 
niistress their children attended the lectures of the other clergymen.” 

5. When I first heard of the cliilclrcn attending the lectures of the other clergymen, to 
rny great surprise I also heard of three of them'‘hnving become Protestants, all of whose 
lathers and mothers were Catholics, and who were Catholics themselves and attended 
mass regularly until they were tampered with ; they had not arrived at the age that they 
•could judge what religion was best, when all of a sudden they became Protestanis ; whac 
other conclusion was I to come to, but that the schoolmaster and schoolmistress, under 
•whose immediate care they had been, advised and induced them to becume Protestants? 
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Letter from the Master of the Workhouse to the Commissioners. 

No. 21892 d/46. 

Gentlemen, Newtown Llmavady Workhouse, 

T , , 3 November 1846. 

Z “Itiiowleage the receipt of your letter (No. 21410 D/46I 

dated 31 October, enclosing copies of complaints made against me hr the 
Roman-cathohc chaplain of the workhouse, and requesting l^would furnish you 
Witt my obserTotioiis on those charges, I now beg leave to do so 
With respect to the first complaint, I beg to remark that Margaret Margev 

tatne“rmMeTherbid*''“^^^ "°‘i Protestant services! 

in i also to do so, until prevented by the Roman-cathoUc 

chaplmn at the time mentioned ; the parents of other Roman-catholic children 
also attended, and permitted their children to attend. 

In answer to the next complaint against me, in the latter part of the second 
paiapaph, I have to stale, that after the Roman-catholic^ chaplain and his 
curate came up to the boys’ school, I heard loud talking, andwenUn and found 

m tte's h“ 7 W ^Choolilkster. T hen” plZd 

to the schoolmaster what I considered to be his duty with respect to theTeli 

cTapI^to h“r^*;^T^ ^ Sive saSctorto t 

iter T^hen ssT‘ “ “g'T' to tbo school- 

you have no Xht to 1„“L° ^5!!.*'".’-?°“ it to Mr. O'Neill; 

Hoi 

duty to say V — . ^ ^ uunsmere 

abuse from the Roman-catholic curate. 

Anrin?4”i“ that on Sunday, the 2?th of 

ApnU84o (being the Sunday before Ascension Thursday), the Rev. Mr O’Neill 
mentioned to me that the following Thursday would be a holiday, and that he 
bnn!? ^ workhouse and celebrate m^iss. I told him that the work- 

iiotise had been more than three years open, and there never had been any 
holidays kept except Good Friday and Christmas-day, and that I did not lilce 
to commence such a change without the approval of the Board of Guardians. 

1 also told him the Board would meet on the following day (Monday), and that 
he could appj^y and get liberty. I heard no more from him until Thursday, when 
•he came to the workhouse, and ordered me to « ring the bell for the Catholic 
inmates to attend lum ; ’ I told him I could not do so ; that I had stated on the 
.last bimday that he should apply to the Board for liberty to keep holidays, 
ana that as he had not done so, I could not now permit the inmates to attend 
mim. As to the expression, “ I don’t care that you make the one jump on 
op or the other,” it is a gross and palpable untruth ; such words never came 
irom my lips. 

ins Statement about bis forgiving me every personal insult, the fact 

1 ’ tnat when he was called on by the Board of Guardians to prove his charges, 
he withdrew them. ® 

7 1?^ occasion which Mr. O’Neill speaks of, being a Sunday, 

ineard him plainly and distinctly order the Roman- catholic inmates not to 
woric on holidays ; the question was before the Board of Guardians at the 
nme tor settlement, and I considered he had exceeded his duty by giving such 
order, as he had no power or authority for so doing. After service he com- 
menced speaking to me about the other chaplains interfering with his people, 
ana said that he considered they had exceeded their duty, and that he never 
naa exceeded his i ^ I then said that I considered he had that day exceeded his 
“By ordering the people not to work,” said I; 
'Jn, oh, said he, “you have been listening “ Indeed I have,” said I, “ and 
M workhouse 1 consider it quite necessary sometimes to do so.” 

Ar. U Neill states that I met him when he came out ; such is not the fact ; he 
commenced the conversation himself ; I had no intention of speaking to him 
®^rj^be subject until he commenced. 

complaint states that “ Murphy refused to allow any inmate but the 
attend ” at the chapel to be confirmed ; such is not the fact ; every 
^ * B 3 person 



Newtown 
' I.iniavac!y Union. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




Newtewij 
Ximavad)' Union. 



U PAPERS RELATING TO NEWTOWN LIMAVADY UNION. 

person wJio wished to go was permitted ; no person, old or young, was prevent d 
Mr. O’Neill states he came to the worldiouse liimsclf and spoke to Murnhv?’ 
I heg to say that I sent for him to come and attend a sick inmate ; the C ’ 
firmation was held on Saturday the 25th July; on Sunday the*i9tli th' 
Rev. Mr. O’Loughlin made tlie following entry in the chaplain’s book’- «T 
intend holding a station on Tuesday next, for the purpose of preparino-’ the 
children for Confirmation, which is to take place in our chapel on Satmda^ 
the 25th instant, at which the children will be required to attend.” On 
Tuesday the 21st he did attend, and on Thursday the 23d I sent for the 
Rev. Mr. O’Neill to attend some sick inmates; after being with the sick he 
commenced conversing with me, and introduced the subject of the Confirma- 
tion which was to take place on the following Saturday, stating that tijcre were 
several old people who ’ intended going. I then said that I did not know of 
the old people intending to go, as Mr. OXougblin had not mentioned them in 
the chaplain’s book; Mr. O’Neill then said that it was forgetfulness on Mr 
O’Loughlin s part, but that he_was certain the guardians would have no obiec- 
tion to their attending. I said that I did not consider they would and 4at 
I would permit all who wished to go. Mr. O’Neill then commenced talkine of 
the very bad character of some of the inmates, and I agreed with him, and said 
that from my experience of such characters, I feared they would never be re 
claimed ; that I considered they were confirmed in iniquity ; be immediatelv 
made answer and said, “ indeed, 1 fear so too.” I hope, gentlemen you wih 
excuse me when I say that it is an audacious and wilful misstatement of mv 
language to attempt to connect it with the Board of Guardians, or the Confir- 
mation 5 his own answer shows that he did not consider it so at the time • 
I merely gave my opinion (an opinion which I still hold) of the character of 
some of the inmates of the workhouse. 

As to the complaint of three Roman-catholic children having become Pro- 
testants, I beg to say there is no foundation whatever for such a complaint- 
one of the boys (Henry Margey) was confirmed at the Roman- catholic chapel 
last July and has since regularly attended the Roman-catholic soi-vices : 

and the third (Michael Boylan), an orphan, aged six years, has never absented 
himselt from the Roman-catholic services; the only foundation for such 
Michael Boylan is, that one day that Mr. O’Neill was cate- 
chismg the children, and the boys being out on the ground at the time, Michael 

hS of ohanghg 

complaint of refusing to permit the Roman-catholic 
chaplain and liis curate to attend John M‘Niclde, an inmate of the workhouse, 
sWeredVh'’d “ Presbyterian, I heg to say that I con- 

rptnWi * ” " no power to do so, according to article 33 of the workhouse 
BoorrfTr ’ '^O'loost to the next meeting of the 

I dW am f considered it a case of urgency affecting his life. 

t^^S a “ “"f Uierefore felt bound to refuse the permis- 

him the following Monday the Board of Guardians risited 

statw^bl? ““i ^solution approving of what I had done. Mr. O'Neill 
wffh me bm P”ter to ask him what he wanted 

h,,t ielf /““yf “y “swer to it. He states he sent hack the 
?he iZdT of eoZ f oonsidered it best that the porter should he 

and mv demeer, “““cation between us, as my language has been misstated, 
to nrZentZe^^v’’"" been represented as insultin|. by Mr. O'Neill. It was 

a cZnWnZSfZ'™ as I did; and he now brings 

a complaint against me for not spealang to him. 

and the obedient servant of the Commissioners 

arduoiiR Guai-dians ; I have always endeavoured to discharge my 

tha I L rnw ami impartiality, and I consider it is for so doing 

Insults^d rf'- ^ gentlemen, the man? 

in the nulilip received from his curate ; I have been stopped 

told mi Mr oSi threatened by him : he has 

1 LTha^^l a that before long, 

otherwis!#* p-ro««lv ' tlie workhouse by his curate, and 

Board of ^ tieen obliged to claim the protection of the 

om his violence in'the proper discharge of my duties, and 

- now 
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now my words and expressions are misquoted and misrepresented; oid com- 
piamts winch had been settled and disposed of by the Board of Guardians are 
.^ain brought forward ; but should you think it right, gentlemen, to grant an 
investigation, I fear not the result ; the truth ivlU then be folly established. 

I remain, &c. 

(signed) James H. Murphy, Master. 



Letter from the Schoolmaster of the Workhouse to the Commissioners. 

No. 21912 d/46. 

ui c>- Newtown Limavady Workhouse, 

Honourable Sirs, 3 November 1846. 

In answer to yoms of the 31st October, which 1 received on the 2 d instant, 
-to wi . the compilaints of the Rev. B. O'Neill respecting tampering Boman- 
eathohc boys, of which I have been unjustly charged with ; also of inducing 
nay, even compelling them to become Protestants, and to attend Protestant and 
Presbyterian lectures; all of which I utterly deny. This case was before the 
Board of Guardia^ns, at which meeting I was directed by the Board to keep all 

which order I have strictly 
adhered to ; also that I laughed and made light of them for going to confes- 
sion, which I also deny, and can prove to the contrary by the boys ; and the 
three boys, viz Henry Margy, Thomas Callaghan, and Michael BulUon, were 
nor ever are become Protestants. Henry Margy was confirmed at the late 
confirmation in the Catholic faith ; Thomas Callaghan has left the workhouse ; 
aud Michael Bullion would have been confirmed, but he was too youne, beinff 
•only SIX years of age. These two remaining boys have and always had reeularly 
-attended the Roman-catholic place of worship. ® 

I am, &c. 

(signed) John Pigotf, Schoolmaster. 



Letter from the Schoolmistress of the Workhouse to the Commissioners. 

No. 21977 D/46. 

„ , Newtown Limavady Workhouse, 

Gentlemen, 4 November 1846. 

1 BEG to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 31st October, 
ho. 21410, enclosing a copy of a complaint made by the Rev. Mr. O’Neill 
against me. I assure you, gentlemen, the children never received any directions 
trom me sa to attending any service; the parents of the children attended the 
same services ; and I did not know that 1 was required to prevent the children 
until directed to do so by the Board of Guardians ; a direction which I have 
strictly attended to. 

r mentioned in the last charge do not belong to my school : 

i. tnererore could have no control over them. 

I remain, &c. 

(signed) Leah Reilly, Schoolmistress. 



Letter from the Rev. Bernard to the Commissioners. 

No. 22685 d/46. 

T , Newtown Limavady, 7 November 1846. 

I wnnm n honour to be m receipt of youi-s of the 31st October, to whicl 

who b, sse M'Nielde's daughtei 

wno fives some miles out of town. 

' extract from minutes of 26th October Iasi 

^ B 4 ,yhiel 
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which you have been pleased to send me, that the Board of Guardians 
of them, in the presence of M'Nicfcle’s daughter, ashed him any ouertim™^ 
she was refused hberty to accompany them when they were goino- to sue v ® 
her father. ^ rcaK to 

I cannot of my own knowledge state that it is not true that M'Nickle ne 
was a Roman-catholic ; but he frequently told his daughter that he was h 
tizeci a Roman-catholic, and he at all times joined her and her family in ft 
usual prayers used by Roman-catholics. ^ ™ 

It is not true that M'Nickle did not desire his daughter to go for a priest f 
him, as she did so by his special request and desire, and which he exm-esscS 
the hearing of Mr. Murphy, the miter. expiessed a 

On the same day (19th October), M'Nickle told his daughter that he ™ 
attended by the Rev. Mr. Steen, Presbyterian clergyman, but in whose relirilm 
attendance he had no confidence, as he wished for the priest, and no other 
And as, since the commencement, I did and do so still expect an investisatim 
of all the facts connected with the Newtown Limavady Workhouse withnat 
which I think it impossible that justice can be attained ; and if such does tZ 
place, I will be prepared to substantiate the statements I have made resnecH™ 
this case of M'Nickle’s, as well as the others. * “5 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Bernard O'Ndll, v. v., 

Newtown Limavadj. 



Extract from the Clerk of the Guardians’ Letter, dated 9th November 1846, 
No. 23317 d/4S. 

I BEU leave to correct a statement made by me in the minutes of proceedings 
“f held on the 3(itli ultimo, relative to the case 

of M NicUe. I stated that the declaration ho made to the guardians, who 

™ presence of the 

daughter, Catherine M Nickle ; I have since found out she was not present; 

1 ?^ j Boai-d-roorn at the time the guardians went to him, I con- 
cluded she had gone with them, and therefore stated it so. It was corrected in 

for “ o ‘^ 1 .“ P‘1 "Ben I was reading the minutes of the 

formei meeting, and which I forgot to notify to you at tlio time. 



Letter fiom the Commissioners to Mr. Otway, Assistant Commissioner. 

No. 23085 d/40. 

Q. Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 

T .,^5’v 1 . j , TP. , ... 13 November 184G. 

1 AM dn-ected by the Poor-law Commissioners to request that you will hold' 
an investigation, in presence of the Board of Guardians of the Newtown Lima- 
vatly Union, into certain charges brought by the Rev. Bernard O’Neill, the- 
Roman- catholic chaplain, against the master, the schoolmaster, ami school- 
mistress of the workhouse of that union. 

"“-tore of these charges you will perceive from the accompanying 
hePwZ’r nompnse the whole correspondence which has taken place 
beriveen those officers and the Commissioners on the subieet. 

Communications, copies of which are herewith enclosed, will be forwarded 
by this night s post to the Board of Guardians and tile Bev. Mr. O'Neill, 
intormmg them that the mvesti,gation will he held by you, and I am to request 
durt it°" ‘Bern with the day on which you propose to con- 

Commissioners are at the same time aware that the Newtown Limavady 
mon IS not in your district. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Moore, Chief Clerk- 
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Letter from the Commissioners to the Clerk of the Guardians. 

No. 22085 d/46. 

o. Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 

T i. j u ..1 T, , « November 1846. 

1 AM directed by tlie Poor-law Commissioners to inform the Board of Guar- 
n Limavady Union, that they have been in communication 

with the Roman-cathohc chaplain, the master, the schoolmaster, and school- 
i^tress of the workhouse, respecting certain charges brought against those 
officers by the Roman-cathohc chaplain. os 

TMs correspondence arose from a letter of the Roman-cathoUc chaplain 

u appeared in the Freeman’s Journal of Septem- 
ber 22d. ■ ^ 

The main object of the correspondence has been to ascertain what were the 
facts asserted on the one side and denied on the other ; and as this obiect is 
now attemed, the Commissioners are of opinion that the subject is now rine for 
a pubhc investigation. f 

accordingly referred the whole correspondence to 
their Assistant Commissioner, Mr. Otway, and have instructed him to inouire 
in the presence of the Board of Guardians, into all the points in issue be^een 
the parties concerned. 

Mr. Otway will acquaint the Board of Guardians and the Roman-catholic 
chaplain with the day on which he proposes to conduct the investigation. 

I am, Sic. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Rev. Bernard O’ Neill. 

No. 22085 dM 6. 

„ Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 

Rev. tair, 13 November 1846. 

The Poor-law Commissioners having had before them your letter of the 
7th instant, with the previous correspondence on the subject, they have in- 
structed their Assistant Commissioner, Mr. Otway, to hold an investigation 
into the conduct of the master, the schoolmaster, and the schoolmistress of 
Newtown Limavady Workhouse. 

Mr. Otway will acquaint you with the day on which he propo.ses to conduct 
the proposed investigation. 

1 have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk, 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Clerk of the Guardians. 

No. 23508 d/46. 

„. Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 

28 November 1846, 

With reference to the letter addressed to you on the 13th instant, stating, 
lor the information of the Board of Guardians of the Newtown Limavady 
Union, that Mr. Otway, Assistant Commissioner, had been instructed to inquire, 
in the presence of the Board of Guardians, into certain charges made by the 
Koman-catholic chaplain of the Newtown Limavady Workhouse, against the 
Wu n schoolmistress of the establishment ; 1 am directed 

oy the Poor-law Commissioners to apprize the Board of Guardians, that a com; 
municatton has been received from Mr. Otway, from which it appears that he 
natt informed the Board of Guardians that he would attend for the purpose of 
holding the inquiry on Wednesday next, the 2d December; but that Mr. 

having been since taken ill at Sligo, where he is confined to bed, he 
will he unable to proceed to Newtown Limavady to hold the inquiry at the time 
^ ■ C stated, 



Newtown 
Limavady Union. 
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Ne.iom Stated, and is obliged to postpone it till the next WodnearUv ti, , 

Limav.dy Union, namely, 9 th December ; on which day he hopes to be able to attend 

I am, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk 



town Limavady for the purpose. 



Letter from the Commissiouers to the Rev. H. O’ Neill 
No. 23508 dM6. 

c- Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin 

^8 November 184G. ’ 

“''Itessed to ymi on the l.'ith instant static, 
ftat the Poor-law Commissioners had instructed their Assistant CommissS 
Mr, Otway to hold an investigation into the condiiet of the master, tirscE 
master and the schoolmistress of the Newtown Limavady Worl hoiirS 1' 
directed by the Commissioners to apprise you, that a oomiAunicationS 
received from Mr Orway, from which it appears that he had informed m S 
he would attend for the purpose of holding the inquiry on Wednesday ue “t th 
2d December ; but that Mr. Otway, having been since taken ill at SlLo where 
he i^s confined to bed he will be unable to proceed to Newtown Limavat „ 
hold the inquiry at the time stated, and is obliged to postpone it till the next 
Wednesday thereafter, namely, 9th December ;%n which day he hopes to b 

able to attend at Newtown Limavady for the purpose. uopes to be 

. I have, &c. 

(signed) il. A/ook, Chief Clerk. 



Further Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Otivai /, Assistant 
Commissioner. 

No. 22085 d/46. 

Q- , Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 

* ^3 D 1 18 6^ * 

I AM directed by the Poor-law Commissioners to state that thev will be ekd 
“<l”>'y hdd by you on the Ml inIm,'\nS 
Ne«own iTin^ w O Neill, Roman-catholic chaplain of the 

SresT ^ Workhouse, against the master, schoolmaster, and sdhool- 

indisposition, you have 

1° 1 1 ti^m^sioners request you wiU 

rtthat inS ” ^““ hyyou 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Charku Wahnisleif, 

for Chief Clerk. 



Report from Mr. Otway^ Assistant Commissioner, to the Commissioners. 
No.. 25465 d/46. 

-Au < Rnniskillen, 28 December 1:846. 

13tb ^“stmetions contained in your letter of the 

O’Npiil Ra’ inquiry into the charges brought by the Rev. Bernard 

Newtown Limavady Workhouse, 
nfeseroP of ’ S® schoolmaster, and schoolmistress of that union, in the 
on the^tl W I had arranged to have held the inquiry 

tim? Instant, but was prevented by illness, of which I informed you at die 
time, and from the effects of which I am scarcely yet recovered. 

I now 
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I now forward for your consideration the evidence taken by me at the inquiryj 
together with the following report in reference thereto. 

I had hoped to have been able to have made a synopsis of the evidence, con- 
taining the important parts of the statement of each witness, and to have had 
copied for your perusal the whole of the evidence as taken down by me ; but I 
have been disappointed in obtaining the services of the clerk whom I have 
been accustomed temporarily to employ on such matters, and who is acquainted 
with my handwriting, and to whom alone, of those competent for such a duty 
that I know of in my district, I would wish to entrust such a task. 1 am there- 
fore obliged to V forward you the evidence as taken down by me in a way so 
as not to delay the witnesses on the inquiry, as, owing to the pressure of other 
duties, I am wholly unable to copy it myself. 

The Commissioners will perceive, from the evidence, that the first charge 
against the master, (20736, Mr. O’Neill’s letter of October 16th,) of using 
insulting language to the Rev. Mr. O’Neill on Ascension Thursday 1845, is 
supported so far by the evidence of Bernard M‘Cormick, a boy of about 17 or 
18 years of age, who was clerk to Mr. O’Neill in 1845, as that he swears that 
when the Rev. Mr. O’Neill asked Mr. Murphy, the master, whether it was by 
the order of the Board of Guardians or of his own authority that he refused to 
allow Mr. O’Neill to celebrate mass on Ascension Thursday 1845, that Mr. 
Murphy, the master, replied, that if he (the master) got orders from the 
Board of Guardians, he did not care if he (Mr. O’Neill) made the one (the 
persons in the workhouse) leap on the top of the other.” It appears that no 
person was present at the time but Mr. O’Neill, Mr. Murphy, and M'Cormick. 
Mr. Murphy denies the chai’ge; and in his version of the conversation, page 24 
of the Defence, gives a very different account of the matter : the proof there- 
fore rests on M'Cormick’s evidence. The words stated to have been used it is 
difficult to attribute an intelligible meaning to, or to find out what exact sense, 
if used, was meant to be conveyed by them; but the impression left on my 
mind was, that although the exact words of the conversation, or reply, was not 
distinctly remembered by Mr. O’Neill or McCormick, that the master had 
replied in a way not consistent with the .respectful manner in which the master 
of a workhouse should reply to a chaplain of the house, and a very young man 
to an old clergyman like Mr. O’Neill; and I think he should be severely repri- 
manded on the subject, and informed that any future want of due respect to 
Mr. O’Neill would cause his immediate removal from his office. 

In reference to the charge of the master saying, on another occasion, in the 
most insulting manner, that the Rev. Mr. O’Neill had exceeded his duty, (see 
Evidence, and the portion of Mr. O’Neill’s letter of the 16th October 
marked *,) Mr. O’Neill had no evidence to produce in support of it ; but the 
master, in his statement of the transaction, [see Defence, page 24,) acknow- 
ledges that he had been listening to what Mr. O’Neill told his hearers, last 
summer, in reference to not working on holydays; and when Mr. O’Neill 
charged him with having done so, on his stating “ 1 think, Mr. O’Neill, that 
you have exceeded your duty on this day,” he by his own acknowledgment 
states that he said, “Indeed I have, and as master of the workhouse I con- 
sider it quite necessary sometimes so to do.” Now I cannot consider it seemly 
or right, let alone necessary, for a master of a workhouse at any time (not 
being in the room, or supposed to be within hearing by the speaker) to listen 
to the exhortations or advice of a chaplain to liis flock ; and had he from acci- 
dental circumstances been within hearing, and unwittingly overheard the con- 
versation or lecture, he should not have made use of the information he so 
obtained in the manner he appears to have done in his conversation with, and 
reply to, Mr. O’Neill ; and I think he must be reprimanded seriously on this 
head also. The master appears to me to have rather an unpleasant manner to 
every one, as far as I could judge from the little I saw of him ; but I am 
informed that he is an extremely good officer, and manages the workhouse 
most satisfactorily. 

As to the statement of the Rev. Mr. O’Neill, as to what occurred between 
him and the master in July last, when he applied to the master to let the 
children and others go to be confirmed by the bishop, (see portion of Mr. 
O’Neill’s letter of the I6th of October marked A.,) there was no evidence in 
support of it. Mr. O’Neill stated that he had no witnesses to produce as to it, 

3t)3. c 2 but 
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Newtnwn “P *''■ master denied it The 

Liiravady Union, denied it, (see Defence, and Master’s Statement). ‘ ^ 

In reference to the charge of the master saying, with fierce and mnot • , 

mg looks, to the Rev. Mr. OXoughlin, “ Why do you interfere ^“or 
dare you interfere r you are no chaplain;” jee nortion of Mr n’lvr 
of the 16th of October marked (B.) ; Mr. O’ Loughlin’s evidence 

where he states, that at the time, and after the converRat!nr,™f 

ihZh' f "Sht to interfere because he wS nfSato “h 

that the tone and maimer he said it in were somewhat insultinu h u m 
in his evidence on this point (see Defence, page 2(i) states that Mr lu 
he master, merely said to Mr. OXoughlin, “ YoriiaveTo St m 

leave it to the chaplain;” and that he made this observation^ uietlv sn?™’ 
in an insulting manner. quietly, and not 

In reference to the Rev. Mr. O’Neill's letter of the 26th October f214im i 
the charge agmnst the master for not allowing John M‘So 1 ’ T-'’ 

request to his daughter to send for the priest for him made th 
presence, to see the priest ; the evidence on this snhSer, i!- ““S':'* 

appears to me to shL. that any wtrhe Ly Lvf 

perly considered wish on the part of M'NichoE to have the 
a pr est (his life beine at the tin... in .i! a “ T ^ ® administrations of 

sm^mrn 

appears to me that the ma.tPr I u October.) It however 

oATetn&oW td ^hn 

Mr.O’NeiU when he sent for him i™ to have gone to 

woriionse rules by a message ttroigh the porter. 

schoolmisteess” She^^^limiT O’Lilf tS* he“^ ■*“ ^““‘‘“>'<‘''1 “Smnrt the 

the Board of Guardians to he Wi .r “ Presence, and before 

told her thateito Sto ^ P’ “““ ‘'«f 

to Protestant worship and that she ® tt''' "f mtlteed him to go 
did so.” them do so, or that they 

ciagh—i^'s'afdT^^^ ‘he evidence of the boy 

to him on rel|ious subjects’ and *that'’he I*® schoolmaster) talked 

going to Mr. O’NeiU fST he’^ he told him that there was no use ia 
live to ; to he told”to ^ fo>- them ; that he could not for- 

he told it to him biwe all H ^ to confession to Mr. O'Neill ; that 

were Protests as tn as tmlr “ *!“ “'““h *at there 

(see Evidence, page 24), “ I heard Mr* Pi^ot i 

I'oom, that no one could for£i«'sii«’'b, t “ tlie work- 

tion( see Evidence, pages 26 and 27 n.f* alone;” and on his re-examina- 

Mr. Pigot the qu suTif the priest “'at lie first asked 

commencethe conversation 3 ^ ‘liat Mr. Pigot did not 

he did not laugh at the Cathnlin r.r ■ *""®rely replied to his question, and that 
that he never heard him splak^on to’ “ into ridicule ; 
question, and that no one ™r Svked ™ ‘‘"y 

Mann (the shoemaker to the i ^ S° to mass, 

master the question, if the priest* couM*’ f ^ 

not {see Kvidence, paffe 261 • nnH a i ^ siHj and that he merely said 

same, and that Im Ser i’earf pufeir^^ti “ 

boys at any other time on religion^ Thl? “°r Mr. Pigot and the 

not appear to me that the evidence om™ ’* 

01 Maigy should be taken as criminating; 

the 
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tie schoolm^ter to any serious degree, or showing that he was unfit for his 
office. Such a young person (the schoolmaster appears a very young man) frZ 
wmt of constderarion on the moment when such a question was put to’ hto 
any intention to disparage or interfere 
wa h the rehpon of the boy who put the question ; yet when I consMer the 
e^dence m ref^nce to M^ with the evidence of Callaghan ™d 

above all mth the fac^ that from some cause or other that the RomaLTthoUc 
chddren have been frequenting Protestant worship, and had to be pulled out 
oftheroom when Protestant service was going to be performed, since they 
were ordered to be removed («r Ousley’s evidence, page 26), and althouS 
none of them appear to have turned Protestants, that a iLity of religious S 
ciple has been by some means induced that I am unable to account fo?, I cannot 
but thmk that a change of the schoolmaster is called for, and that the teacher of 
the Roman-cathohcs should be above even the suspicion of ever having tampered 
m the shghtest degree with their reUgious faith. I regret that I am led to tMs 
conclusion on the schoolmaster's account, who appears to me a well-disposed 
mild, and well-educated young man, and in another workhouse, and under af- 
ferent circumstances, I would not object to his being employed ■ but I think it 

due to the Romanreatholic chaplain, and to the RoLn-Uholis of thfSu e 

and the union, that he should be removed, 

The Commissioners will perceive from the papers and the evidence, that the 
mmates of this workhouse have been allowed to attend, and do stil in some 
instances attend, the religious worship of chaplains not of the religious persua- 
sion th^ are registered as belonging to (me evidence of Mary ffint, pLe 25 
Rose DiUon page 25, Mary Kyle page 26, andjohn Creswell, p^e 26). ^man- 
catholics attend the Church of England and Presbyterian worship , and vice 
verei (in some few instances), the Protestants attend the Eoman-c£tholic wor- 
ship. In last June it appears that the Rev. Mr. O’Neill complained of the 
randuet of the schoolmaster, and of the Roman-catholic children attending 
Protestant, worship and that the Board of Guardians investigated the matter 
and that verbal orders (it is unfortunate that no entry was made as to this on 
the minutes) were given to the schoolmaster not to allow the Roman-cathohc 
Children to attend the service of any of the Protestant chaplains (see statement 
of clerk, C. page 27) ; but it does not appear that any orders were given in 
respect to adults on the subject. Now 1 consider the allowing of any of the 
inmates to attend the religious worship of a chaplain who is not the chaplain of 
the religious persuasion that they are registered as belonging to, exU-emelv 
objectionable, tha,t it has been tiie chief cause of the unpleasant differences 
that have led to this inquiry, and that it should be put a stop to. If any of the 
inmates wish to change their religion, let them take the proper steps to do so 
and have their registration in reference thereto changed. ’ 

I have, &c. 

(signed) C. G. Otway, a. c. 

The papers I received with Commissioners’ letter of 1 3 th of November are 
returned herewith. 



Kvidence referred to in foregoing Report. 

Charge marked No. 3, on 20735/46. 

Newtown Limavady Workhouse, 9 December 1846. 

sworn. — I was present on Ascension Thursday, in 1 845, when a 
conversation occurred between the master of the workhouse and the Kev. B. O’Neill 
aoraan^atholic chaplain, as to that day being a luilyday in the Roman-catholic church, 
ilio' ^ 1 workhouse, ami X came with him. Mr. Murphy, the master of 

• not allow him to celebrate mass, on his asking nim to let him do 
o; Mr. O Neill asked liini whether it was by the order of the Board of Guardians or of 
n s own authonty he refused to allow him to do bo ; he said, if be, Murphy, got orders from 
t did not care if be made the one (the persons in the worlthoiise) leap on the 

p 0 the other. I was present at the time, and near enough to hear the whole conversa- 
_ tion ; 

(') Clerk in 1845 to Rev. Mr. O'Neill. 



Newtown 
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a? ?Amm mAxme^ to newtown limavady union 

lion I it ^ecinred in tlifi entrance hall of the workhouse, at Mr Muroh ’ 

Mr. O’Neill, the master 

0 Ned! then turned iind came out, and made no remark. No other’ con 

place that I heard. No conversation could have occurred without inv 

dose to Mr. O'Naiil .1 ,!,e time. Mr. Q-Ncill .„aled U,ot l.eT,“ “o evW™!; ”® ' *"> 

produce as to Murphy’s saving to Win, in a most insnltii.g inainier that 

Ins duty [see (•) letter nf Mr. 0^6111 of the iSth October read! ■ bit let t 

aion ot the master ('), whom he stated could not deny it. As to ihe s »i.e° 

0 Neill, as t!) what ooonrred between him and the master in July lost wlieTh' *''■ 
to him to let the children and others, who had not been cmifi i meil to be a r,w a 

the Bishop lobe confirmed (>), Mr. O’Neill said he had no wiS t„ 1 ^ 1 ^ 

II but that he would give up the charge if the master denied it (•) on his onth .‘l PP" 
thatthere were a number of boys present when Mr. Murphy used the loii.L;' 
plained of, but that he would not now specify the names of any. ‘»“S»ege con- 

Bev. James O'LmghHn Eoman-catholic Carafe of Drumachose, sworn -I ,„„n 
reading mass m the wotkiiouse on the Sunday previous to the Eight lie, D. S ' 
Euman-ealhobc Bishop, holding a confirmation; 1 eiileied in the clmplain’s' booft?; 
would require the Roman-catholic children to attend at die oimpel oii the daraoU 
for confirmation, the following Satarday; I also stated that I would come in a dlf 
to prepare the children and catechise them; and when I oi.me on tlie day to creDare’T 
children (as I slated I would), some adults notified to me that Mr. Miii iiiiv refuLd^JalU 
them logo out to the chapel to be confirmed, on the grounds that in mv entry I 
chaplain s book I had merely mentioned children. I did uol speak to Mr Mumhl ^ » 
this, but I acquainted Mr. O’Neill with the conversation. I am curate oUhe Zsl ^ 
souse ifijie tn May last; I was not in the parish iij 1845. ^ sismce 

ClHaKoi! in Mr. O’Neill’a Letter of the eCth October, as to Join M'iWc/iol 
No. 21410 D./46. 

Mr. Matpiy, the master, slated, that M'Nieliol’s daughter did, in his nresenc. t., 

;;i:rdTh;‘^s 

Rachel Boyle, sworn.— My father was lying ill here, and I rot twice word th.i h. 
wished 10 see me ; I came to see him, anci I ,L let to sc "him the was in b d .nd i I 
and when I reached hia length I asked what he had to say to me; he laid his blesib, 
me to'”eoTnd“brin‘* h° ^P^k'ng to me, and told mo tha/his wish and Lire was fo? 
h m o,r,h " 1 ® ” i P"""’ wilir ll's priest. I lA 

Ti ■ n.n outside of the place where lie was Ivimr and I m.l 

wharitL^m'rftilTeA 'a ‘''® ‘“'I "ntsiile, and I made ft fnown m liim 

MrStern hml (O'Conmir) told me, that the fiet. 

1 ^ 10 OTMer aaah, sir ll‘« worlihooac). I then mined 

him hi m?d '1 , " '"‘f had intended 

fll me il lo for 1 7 ! “ ‘‘>e ■'““'"i that he wished 

done lor hfm las Im Slbf'" a n' "°ro ^ ‘’Im if what Mr. Steen had 

80 far in when he lio#i nn c ° ^ asked him why he let him 

made was’ thar he M m whnt Mr. Steen had done for him. The answer he 

Lew. r then IiIm 1 m ^ ^id not know wh.lbe 

tell the priest evervthinr rhni had*"* go for the prrest, according to Ills desire to me, and 
well andLood snrTifn^ '' he (iho priest) lliought proper to come, 

Mr d'NbU aTd Jd h „ “ "‘"If *''= J »™‘ '» ‘P« R"' 

would not c’ome^ imtH M h ‘u ‘”= he (Mr. O’Feill) 

told me • I then came hark '""i ^ present, and heard my father say what be 

Ihei. wls sLt for t , "'Sr' P"®‘’ “ l’« '>"<1 reqaested. Mr. M.rpby 

a^kecl him to come a litfle^n I” ’ ^ 1 ’^ appeared delicate to come inio the room; I 

1 told Mr Murnhv hpfn ^ wliere my father was lyin/?, and he did so,aad 

bril ldm ^ father at h.s bed side, that his wish was for me to go and 

a priest Mr Gef>v*>r • him » father, had told me that day he had been baptised by 

tliKt thp’t was his helipf Mr” ^ family wa.s of tlie Roman-catholic religion, and 

me what I had o-iven him il * know about that, and asked 

caied and ordered m« ;..=t ^ h»m liquor and made him intoxi- 

doino’ any such ihirio- ^ On though I never as much as thought of 

his wish and desire Cn f room, I asked my father iii a loud voiee if 

hearing h"m slv L J/u t was; Mr. Murphy could not miss 

O’Connor that I took moment when I was leaving ilje room I said to Denis 

a priest O’Connor «, ^ my father saying that he wished for 

desire L see a oriLr ^ >f ^is wish and 

!-« see a pnest. and when he said it was. Ou leaving the place where I y 

(*) See Master’s Statement. ' 

.athofOetph.,, t0„,5.ii.a,ked(A.) 
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Mr. Murphy, on my commj through the hall, put his hanrf tightly to my shOoMir, 
ordered me to go away with me for a blaclguard. after all he had done for me: lie had 
done nothing for me but to et me in to see mj father. Mary Mellon told me that m 
father wished to see me ; when I saw my father he appeared very low and ill; he was vert 

“y »'> ‘he Friday before I went 
to Mr. 9 Neill, the priest; he then told me to bring him a priest, when he Would be 
celehranng mass m the workhouse on Monday. He different times before that told me 
he would die a Roman-caiholtc. 1 asked him whai the reason he was so backward (if so) 
jn sending for the priest, and be did not tell me why. I never spoke to Mr O’N’eill 
or any other clergrnan, except on ibe one day, as I l.ave tnenlioned, when my failie^ 
desired me to go and tell him. After I saw my father in jhe presence of Mr Murphy 
and after he gave me the push, I went back at once to Mr. O’Neill, and told him all ilmt 
occurred. Mr. O JNeill came back immediately with me to the workhouse, and he would 
not be admitted to see my father. The day the gentlemen of the Board of Guardians 
went to see ray father, T applied to go with them, and they refused to let me, and said a 
Roman-catholic was with them. I never saw my father alteiwards. 1 did not ask leave 
to go and see him on ariy other day afier the day I asked to go with them to see mv 
J one halfpenny cake on the day I saw him, in the presenci 

of Mr. Murphy, and one half pennyworth of lozenges and sugar candy ; I also gave hiuia 
small drop of milk ; on niy oath there was no whiskey in the milk, or anyihirttr but milk 
1 never gave him any whiskey or other liquor but the milk, nor I did not know"of his ever 
getting any whiskey m the workhouse j he liad not the least appearance of having got any 
liquor; he was perfectly in his senses; I did not hear him say to the master ihat he did 
not know what he was doing. 



The Rev. George Steen. swom.-I attended a nnan named M‘Nicholl, in this workliouse 
from the i6th of April 1842, up to his death on ihe tsih of November 1846, as Preshyieiian 
clergyman, and I nine tunes administered to him the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper 
during that time. He never during ihat time expressed to me any doubts as b> his 
religious persuasion, or objected in any way to my ministrations ; I heard (I believe on 
the 20th October) that he had sent for a priest, and I spoke to him on the subject • he 
said (on the 2olh of October) that he had never sent for the priest, and that it was'^fool’isli*- 
ness of his daughter; and that he was a Presbyterian, and would die one; He was not 
before he entered the workhouse one of my flock; he did not live in my parishi; I did 
not know him before. I entered a note of my interview on the 20lii of October with 
M'Nicholl, in the chaplain’s book, on the same day before I left the workhouse. (See entry 
in book.) ^ 

1 also saw M'Nicholl on the 19th of October ; he was lying in a very dull stupid state ; 
his face seemed greatly flushed ; I never saw him either before or subsequently in the 
same state ; I could not swear he was drunk or that he had taken liquor, but he looked 
like a rflan stupilied with drink ; I asked him did he get liquor from his daughter, and he 
said he got a drink of milk ; the idea conveyed to my mind was, that he got milk and no 
liquor. 



UnaVady Unaien. 



Dennis Connor, sworn. — I remember being present in the inflrni ward, when Mr. Murpbj*, 
and a man of the name of M'Nicholi, and his daughter, was there. She came in and said 
her father wanted the priest ; and Mr. Murphy told her he was not capable, that he was 
drunk; on my oath I did not think he was in liquor. I heard his daughter question and 
pressing him as to seeing a priest; and be said it was not fit at that time, and in that 
place; 1 told him that he could not see a priest without Mr. Murphy’s leave. 



Charge as to Murphy saying in fierce and insulting language, “Why do you interfere,” 
or “ How dare you interfere; you are no chaplain.” 

Rev. Mr. O’Xou^Mn, re-examined. — Mr. O’Neill and myself, when Mr. O’Neill was prepar- 
mg ihe children for cunfirination (18th May), were after having a conversaiion with 
Pigoti, schoolmaster, in the schoolroom, when Murphy the master of the workhouse came in, 
and Mr. Murphy said (when he heard me speaking to the schoolmaster), that" I had no right 
to interfere, because 1 was no chaplain ; the tone and manner he said it in was soniewliar 
lasultiiig ; he said nothing that I recollect, except that 1 had no right to iiiteifere, ai I Was 
not the chaplain. 

Thomas Ca/fagAan (13 years of age), sworn. — I was in the workhouse for four years; 
1 was five weeks out of it. I am a Roman-catholic, and was registered as such whefl 
I was in the workhouse. I used on Sundays to attend Mr. Olpherts’ and Mr. Steen’a 
worship; 1 went to Mr. O’Neill’s service al&o. The shoemaker, Nathaniel Mann, told me, 
that if I quit going to Mr. O’Neill’s, and went to Mr. Olphevts’ and Mr, Steen’s wcrship> 
that he would learn me my trade well. I then quit attending going 10 Mr. 0 ’NeilJ‘s-wor-' 
snip in a Sunfiaj, 5 afterwards, and went to Mr. Olpherts’ and Mr. Steen’s worship. 
* quit going to Mr. O’Neill’s. The tailor, Patrick M'Loughlin, also told me to qoH going 
to Mr. O’Neill’s, and to go to Mr. Olpheri’s. Mr. Pigott, the schoolnuister, talked, to me 
on religious subjects ; he told me that there was no use in going to Mr. O'Neill, for he 
could do nothing for us ; that he could not forgive sins ; this Was when 1 ‘ Was going to 
confession, to Mr. O’NeilJ ; he told this to ail the Roman-catholics in the school ; there 
were Protestants as well as Romau-catholics present. I never heard Mr. Pigott say there 
was no use in hearing mass, as it was saiil in Latin. I told Mr. O'Neill tlie reason why 
368. C 4 I did 
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Henry Afargt/ (aged 14), sworn.— I am two years in the workhous,. : am in it still t 
and was registered as a Roman-catholic. I used to attend tile religions vvorahiil arM® 
Olphertson Sundays, and Mr. Steen’s as well as Mr. O’NeiH’s ; no oSe advised me / S 
I >» IteKi- Mr. O’Neill; I have not gone to hear Mr 

or Mr. Steen for a quarter of a year. I never heard any dlsonssioa in the sohoolromnt,^ 
leligion.as to one being right or wrong; no one hid me not go to Mr O’Neill" t s!! 
not think It was any harm ; I did not go since Mr. O'Neill Itid me not ; I did wish ie l 
. Protestant because I'd rather go .0 it. I hear, I Mr. Pigott (schoolmaster) sav in ,h! 
workroui,,, that no one could forgive sms but God ulonc, luid it was because I tLShnW 
the priest could not forgive sms that I wished 10 be a Protestant. I was sent to ™ 
runiimg away from the workhouse with clothes, and I was entered as a Romnn-oalolic b 

Mmgmtt Margy, sworn.— I made a complaint to Mr. O’Neill ns to one of my child,., 
going 10 the Protestant worship ; he complained to me lor lelting him go, and I told him 
thal he might speak to the schoolmaster and mistress, as the child was not under mv 
'? “ ‘ 'V' *“* stil'oi'lniaster or sehoolmislress bid o^ 

indncd him to go to Proti slant worship, and 1 never heard them do so, or that thev did 
O'Neiilso''"" *'* ' ‘•'5 ‘=*'ild went to Protestant worship, and I toldM? 

Mr. 0-Loughlin le-eaamined, and stated when Mr. O’Neill charged Mr. Pigott wiih 
“ theehildre„,.hiu he, the tcboolniaslfr, slS 
h- except what he would say again, and what lie believed. Mr O’Ndll 

Cdthoho children. I then remarked that Mr. O’Neiil was not going to demean himself 
by going into a theological discussion with him. ^ 

Mr. O’Neill said he had no charge against the schoolmistress. 



DEFENCE. 

,, ,, , , Newcown Limavady Workhouse, 10 Dec. 1846. 

Mr. Mubph, stated that he referred to the explanations be afforded in his letter to 

be"rt-„fX^ot“'? d iftt‘° Albeit LZe™l“ 

amu Jthenisefves o^^^ many holidays were kept,Vr how the people would 

hrdavs aZd „ , h lidt?s ‘’f"’ “f “‘' Board as ,0 

Friday. ’ There wm nl P'"''’"''/ '‘“•'pt Christinaa-day and Good 

except the bov iVlVnr > J k "t. ^ ooiiversfition with Mr. O’Neill, 

cAcepi. me Doy w OoriHUk, who came wiih Mr O’NT/.iii / 3 t ■ i ■ , i • ^ i 

I previously knew of what holidays were ,0 be keot tl . t w 1 ‘ ""r “ f 

workhouse. ^ « lo oe Kept, tliai it would create coiifustoii in the 

hiS w"m„ hrcame o, , h, .“ i’rr 'Peabing in.tbe bath-room, and I overheard 

going out ■ I ooened the doo,' ml, 1!'" “P ‘be visit in the chaplains’ books, and rfras 
priety of the oihev chaulains ini f ‘ i'egim conversing about the iinpro- 
eZeldeVZh ''e c^onsidered they Ld 

catholic religion when Roman-catholics we emesent'” 'l'stT.md''r’‘'' 

Other chaDlatiis m Lnn™ m present. 1 atated it was not possible for the 

Mr. O’Neil, s.aied .hat they shouM' not d^”o 

•'you have h7t iistZto ' 1 P-“P'' ""tto work.” " Oh,^Oh," safd he, 

I consider it quite necessmj sometimes so Zdo (“.” ’ ' 



21872, which should be considered in connexion with this. 



(') iSee LelUr of Master of the 3d N<>' 

(*) See Statement to Commissioners 

CS perlisn at Mr. O’N.ilf. Letter ilflcZocf.mS ( 7 “’ 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



PAPERS RELATING TO NEWTOWN LIMAVADY UNION. 



25 



He referred for facts j 



® ^0 Statement sent to Commissioners on this point. No 

witnesses on this point. No person present except Mr. O’Neill and the master: and 



added, one of the female adult paupers applied and told' him she was goinff to confir- 
““"l? T >'■ -L'°“ '■'[ had no! „,e®„tionerold 

i:s‘’lha?iVBho:,dVs g" O’"*'™ “ppii'd -e I “w 



M‘NickoU’s case. — The master stated that he charged 'Rar-hpl ^ • u 

fad,« drunk on the J 9 tl; Oct. _ Fron, hia uppcarunce Pgf„‘ 



not fit to judge of »hal kind of clergvm‘.nTrwo;irwWt*to 

him s"°e®him ‘ “ "«'■ *>' » P'iest, thal I'^unld let 



l»ne R^issel, swom.-I was not present in the infirm ward with Rachel Boyle and Mr 
Morphy, on the 191I1 of October but on that day I met Mr. Murphy and Rachel Cle ir! 
the hall at the maattw a door, and heard l„m s.,y to her that he would Lve none of her black- 
guard condccl, for she d,d give the man drink, and that he shouldnol have the nrieaton that 
day : but If on any other day through the week he asked for the priest forenent (before) any 
other persona he should have kra. She (Rachel Boyle) made no answer; Ihef we, e Wh 
walking together, and I opened the green door for them; the master did not tourh her 



Mr. Murphy.— As w refusing to see Mr. O’Neill on .he igth October, when he senl for 
me, I refer to my explanation 10 the Commissioners. enne sent lor 



James sworn.-On the Iglh of October Mr. O'Neill desired me lo tell Mr Murohv 

that he wished to see him ; accordingly I went and told Mr Mnrnht, .rari T . , ? P. ^ 
kat the Rey Mr. (J’Loughlin and® ’M.Nicholl’a dathkr’ ^'’wri^koiNe 5 *' m" 
Murphy asked me ,f I knew what they wanted ; I aaid 1 did not; he then told me loTe i 
Ihem that ,f i. was anything about M’Nicboll they wanted, that he would not 1 loktliem to 
see him, and to refer them to the 33d article of the regulations. 1 had a copy of ,™la 
1,0ns, and 1 produced it to the Rev. Mr. O’Neill, and pointed out the pl.c” he LS to' 
get m a heat, and asked was he to read all that ; he then wanted to sL M'Causltt? 
and I told him the nature of the meeting the gentlemen were engaged on in the Board. room ’ 
he gave me a note to deliver to Mr. M’Cansland, which I delivered first adtinw ih. 
would I be right in so doing, and he told me I should deliver it. I dW not wifh S Suib 
Ihe-gentlemen without asking higher authority from the master. nislurh 

Mr. Murphy ; statement continued The workhouse was opened in March 184a ■ I am 
noaster since it opened. After the workhouse was first opened, and previous to list Mav 
the children used to attend the religious worship of choplains not of the religious persua’ 
s, on they were registered as belonging to. When the house first opened, Mr oKan 
was parish pnest and Roman-catlioho chaplain, and lie was very infirm, and for the first 
Ivk. °’tlf f!"" ® Roman-oatholio service whatever performed. I reported 

h.s to the Board of (Juardians, and that the Roman-calliolic inmltes were dissaiFsfied 
there was no order made on the matter. Some of the adults, when they had not their own 
worship to go to, went to Protestant worship. I atieoipted 10 stop the adults, and turned 
them back horn attending Hie Protestant worship ; as to the children, I told the different 
selioolniaslers that no interference slioold be used with the children as to their respective 
religious persuasions. Even after the appointment of the Rev. B. O’Neill up to last June 
both Romau-ca, hollo adnlls and childr’el; used .0 attend Protestant wolZ 
five adults and eight or ten children) ; any that wished might go in to any serFice ; this did 
not take place since last Jane, lor in that month Mr. O’Neill made a complaint lo llieBomd 
n['T‘ sehoolmaster, and the Board called np the schoolmaster and gave him 
kd »!id m" w Roo'an-catholic children-io attend Protestant services, 

Md told Mr. Ross also to tell tlie schoolmistress the same. They made no order as to 
adults, and Biiioe J une some adults (but no children) (both Roman-catholic and Proleslanl) 
have altended the religious services of choplains different from what they professed and 
Prnt “ belonging to. I could not name more than two men and one woman 

Protestant adults that altended mass since May, and only two Boman-catliolic women 
attended Prolestant worship since May, since Mr. O’Neill spoke to them; before Mav 
more Roman-catholics atlended Protestant worship than Protestants Catholic'; at least fivi 
or SIX, besides chi dren. 



Ma,y Hunt.—l am a Roman-catholic, and I entered myself as such when I cameint, 
J habitofaltendingthe celebration of Bivin, 

worship by the Protestant chapliiins, both Mr. Steen and Mr. Olpherts; I also have am 

HeP of '"’f 'E’ * y I thorn' I attendal 

God™’ f worship because I (houglit and still think it no barm to hear the Word o 
won no olheer of the workhouse or any other person advised or induced me to do so ■ 

better ° ™ ^ '* ‘he da- 



sworn.— I am a Roman-catholic; 1 entered myself as one when I earn, 
into tile workhouse, and always followed it on until I went on two or three Sabbaths 1, 



( J 'terbal order. No note on minutes, either as to complaint against the Master or older alluded t, 
3>>8. D 
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Newtown Jiear Mi-.OIj-heits on Sunday. I went on two Sundays, )ess ilian a motuh a^'o, to hear Mr 
1 imavady Uuioii. Olpherts ; the reason I went to hear Mr. Olpherts was because I thouglit it no harm to dq 

hear good. I went of iny own inclination, and no oOieer or any other person asked or 

advised me lo go ; it was myself, upon my dcod. 

Mary Kyle, sworn. — I am a Protestant, and I was entered as one when 1 came into the 
workhouse at ray own wisli; I went to hear mass twice since I came inUi the workhouse 
within the last nine weeks ; I would go to any place to hear the Word of God ; I went of 
my own freewill. I was not asked or advised by any one lo go, or prevented. My parents 
were Protesiants. I married a llomati-catholic, and during my husband’s life I used lo 
go to mass. 

John Cremell, sworn — I am a Presbyterian ; I was entered as such at ray own wish when 
I came into the workhouse. 1 went once or twice aorac weeks ago to hoar ihc priest say 
mass on Sunday ; I went along with the men ; I went of ray own wislij^ no one asked me or 
induced me, not one. I did not moan by going to hear the priest to change my religion • 
no such thing. ' ’ 

John Pigot, sworn (sci)oohnaatcr). — I rfiiieniher lust MayC) wlien Mr. O’Neill Mr. 
(VLoughlin, and Mr. Mur[»hy were in the boy.s’ schoolroom. Mr.O’Neill was talking to me 
about using im|)roj)«T langiinge about confessions. Mr. Mur|>hy (iho master olThe work- 
tiouse) came in, he stood uniii he Iteard the whole subject, and explained to me my duties 
as teacher, and said, “I should not interfere with the religious piinciple.s of any of the 
children,” and Mr. O’Neill seemed quite satisfied at what Mr. Murphy liad saiti, and ex- 
pressed himself so ; Mr. O’Loughlin contiiuiwl the .subjn;t mt, jind Mr. Murphy said to 
Mr. O’Loughlin, “You have no right to interl'ore, leave it lo the chaplain he made this 
observation to Mr. O’liOughlra quietly and not in an in.nltiiig nuinncr; he did not dart 
into the schoolroom; I saw him come into the room, and heard all he said. 

Nathaniel Marm,?.viom . — I remember a conversation ocemring in the workroom be- 
tween some of the boys and Mr. Pigot, ihe schooitnaslcr, as to the llmmin-catholic reli- 
gion. One morning tfic schoolmaster came into the workroom after brenkfast; Henry 
Maigy came out of the schoolroom to the workroom; to the schoolmaster, said he, 
‘‘ Master, we are going to confession to-day ; can the priest forgive sins ? ” The school- 
master Said not. Margy then said, “ I will tell the priest that, when I go down;” the 
schoolmaster said, “ you may, or you may not.” Margy commcuccd the discourse, and first 
asked the question. 

Roleri M‘Loughli», sworn. — 1 never heard any converHntinn occur between the school- 
master and any ol' the boys ; I never advised Cailughan to go to attcml Protestant wor- 
ship. One eve Callaghan, in the workroom, talked lo me about religion, and he appeared 
as if to Msk one’s approbation as to what he was to do. I told him Uj goon his knees 
and ask God to direct him, but as for my part 1 would have nothing lo do as to directing 
him. 

William^ Ousley, sworn. — 1 remember being- present al a conversation between Mr. 
M'Loughlin, the tailor, and a boy named TIkiiuhs Callaghan, iiboiiL religion. I heard 
M'Louglilin tell him to go on his knees and ask God to direct liira as to wliat religion he 
should belong to; Callaghan was talking lo all tlml was in ili<! room as to religion. I did 
not hear Mr. M'Loughlin tell Callaghan, or any one, that if he would aileud Protestant 
worship he would learn him his trade well. I am a Roiuau-cnlholic. Neither Mr. 
M'Lotighlin or Mr, Mann, the shdeuiaki-r, ever spoko to me on ridigiou, or asked me to 
be a Protestant. I never heard Mr. Mann or Mr. M'Loughlin tulvisc. any of the boys 
to change their religion. 1 heard a conversation once, in liie woi krooni," between Mr. 
Pigot titid a boy named Mnrgy on religion. Mr. Pigot was standing iik the workroom, 
and II. Margy came in and told him he was going to confession, anirasked Mr. Pigot if 
the priest could forgive sins, and Mr. Pigot said he coukl not; and then Margy told 
Mr. Pigot that he would tell the priest, and then Mr. Pigot said lie might or he might 
not. margy first asked Mr. Pigot the question; he was not apeakiug on the subject 
before that. I never heard any conversation between Mr. Pigot au<l any of the boys at 
^y other time on religion. I do not recollect whim the coiiverHalion occurred between 
Margy and Mr. Pigot ; it was on a day ihat the Roman-catholies w<-rc going to confes- 
mon; J went to confession on that day mysidf. I never saw Mr. Pio-ot laugh at the 
Catholic religion, and I never saw or heard hun stand up in the school and say anythiug 
on the subject. I used to go to ulteiid Ihe Proiestant worship ou Stiuday. Mr. Pigot, or 
no one, ever advised me or expressed a wish for me to do so ; I went to hear the Word of 
God, not thinking it wrong. I have not gone latterly siuce ilie priest spoke about it, and 
the Board (desired) allowed me to stay out. Mr. Pigot then told me not to utiend any 
hut our own worship, I have seen Mr. Pigot pull the llomau-catholio boys (since last 
June) from under the forms, to make ihi.-iii leave the room when Proiesiaut worship was 
going to be celebrated, ihe hoys being anxious to stay, lie put luysdf out of the room 
when I wanted to stay to hear Protesi&nt worshi[); this was since last June. 

ifenry sworn.—When I heard Mr. Pigot say that the priest could not forgive 

sms, blit God alone, it was tn the workroom, ffirst asked Mr. Pigot the (pic.-,Uon if the 

priest 

{‘) Sec portion of Letterof Mr. 0‘Ndll’s, of lOtU Occ. No. 207 am "larkcd (H.) i».5- 
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into ndicuie. I never knew him to laugh or ridicule the Roman catlior°^^^*"^"’ j 

him speak on the subject, excent on the dav o/eligion, or heard 

„„ oI aver advieed is n’ot r^to "o LtJS 

me the priest could not lorgive sins, I told him I would tell till orimT r ” ‘i 

the wotUiouse, and if I was out of it to-mocrow I would go to nia'^s ^ ® 

Pierce Bunion, not more than four or 6ve years of aoe a little child r, . 
examine. Mr. O’Neill stated he withdrew his eharlf as „ Bo il ^ 

Protestant, and stated that he (Bullion) regulatly attended to his dnlies Jnd'gls toTass' 

0’Nem^om;iSg^ 

M'Nicholl s life in immediate danger, when he said he thought it was not. Mr 

land asked Dr. Lane this in order to know whether the quesuon of M'Nicholl’s seeino- th^ 

priest might not be safely deferred to the next Board of Guardians’ day ° ^ 

Robert Ross, cjerk to the guardians, being sworn, saith that all the extracts from fl,n 
minutes now read and handed in to Mr. Otwav are true conies- that trom the 

the first complaint brought by the Roman-eatLiic chaplain against (he mas.^fS refuT 
iDg him permission to perform service on Ascension-day, and ifsiusr insnltS^ ^ 

invesligated by Ihe Board of Guardians in the present of the Hotnani^fheP ^ a® 
who expressed himself perfectly satisfied with tLTx^lanatfon gfy^rijthe'LtT m 
r'SLSLtlL"®""" '““’“"6 '“"S-Se, and tlLhed ’ihe ^gu^rnst, 

That in consequence of the very improper language used by the Rev. Mr. Kellv in hi, 
complaint entered the ued May ,84a, in the chaplains’ book, the guardians pS'a res , 
lution on ihe afiih, that m future the Rev. B. O'Neill ahou d dcflii, own llTr. 

” Th'"l M- »“■' fo-i f-btore heS “ 

That Ml. O Neill, alter getting a copy of the resolution, applied in person to the 
guardians for permission for Mr. Kelly to assist him, admitting that Mr. Kefly’a language 

Zn" Tb"Tir'’ i" *b= same man/er 

again. That the guardians granted his request, for which he expressed his thanks 

That '^bh Mr. O’Neill about these matters, lie said to 

deponent that he blamed Mr. Kelly for all that had occurred; that he was not the kind of 

to apply, as soon as £e would 
e a Bishop appointed, to have him removed, as be wished everything to goon quieilv and 
to be on good terms with the master and ail in the house. That depone® was presen?"n 
the month of June 1846, when Mr. 0 Neill came before the guardians, and verbally com- 
plained that the schooUnaster bad interfered with his duty, and told some of the boys who 
he had sent for to confession, that no one could forgive sins but God ; and also that the 
Koman-cathohe children were allowed to attend Protestant worship. The schoolmaster 
was immediately sent for hy ihe guardians ; he freely admitted he had said so, as he did 
not think there was any harm m speaking the truth. He was reprimanded by the euar- 

rJfilr ®”y of Roman-catholic children, or 

nterlere with their religious opinions, he would be dismissed ; and that he was not to allow 
any ot the Roraan-^atholic children in future 10 attend the service of any of the Protestant 
cnapJams. Mr. O Neill appeared satisfied at the lime, but deponent heard he brouehtthe 
er before the guardians on another day, when deponent was absent, 
lliat Ihe reason deponent did not enter this complaint and order of the guardians on the 
S M ’JffAT tompiaiiit was not in writing or entered in the chaplains’ book, and 

tnat Mr. O Neill appeared u. be satisfied. If deponent had thought otherwise, he certoinly 
would have entered it on the minutes. ^ 

Robert Ross, Union Clerk 



Minute? of the Guardians and Letters handed iu on the inquiry. 

Extracts from Minute Book, 5 May 1845. 

Tub Bcv. B. O’Neill having stated in the chaj.lains’ book that he was prevented doing 
5 duly on Ihuisday last, being Ascension-day, and received insulting language: and 
ne master having been calltd upon to explain why be was prevented, stated, that since 
e Douse was^oppiied, service bad never been performed on said day, or any oilier lioly- 
uays of the Roman-calliolic Chuicb. except Chrislmas and Good Friday ; and ihac he 
SiiidTay™^"^^ gwiirdiaiis or Conimissioners to permit service to be peifoniied on 

the CominisRioners to know what regulations they 
woikl Board to adopt in future, and what the practice is in otiier northern 



9 December 1846 (copy), 

3fi8. ^ 



(signed) Robert Ross, Clerk. 



D 2 
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Gentlemen, 5 May 1845. 

You will see by the minutes of the proceedings of the Hoard of Guardians, at their 
meeting this day, that the Rev. Bernard O’Neill, Roman-catholic chaplain, entered a 
complaint in the chaplains’ book that he was prevented from performing service at the 
workhouse on Thursday last, being Ascension-day ; and the master, when called upon, 
explained that service never was performed on that or any other holyday kept by the 
Roman-catholic Church, except Christmas and Good Friday, since the house was opened. 
He also stated, that the Roman-catholic curate applied to him on the i6th of March last 
to make arrangements to have service on the 17th (St. Patrick’s day), when he informed 
him, that without an order from the guardians, sanctioned by the Poor-law Commissioners, 
he would not permit it; therefore the Rev. Mr. O’Neill must have known, when he 
came to the workhouse, on Thursday, that the master had no nutUority to permit service 
to be performed that day. 

The guardians wish to comply wiih whatever regulations in ilrese matters that may be 
thought right and adopted in other houses in the north of Ireland ; and have consequently 
desired that I should communicate with you on the subject, that you may let them know 
your opinion, before they make any change in the regulations, which they think have 
hitherto answered all necessary purposes. 

(signed) Robert Ross, Clerk. 



9 December 1846 (cop3’)- 
To the Poor-law Commissioners. 



19 May 1845. 

Read a letter from the Poor-law Commissioners, May 16th, in answer to a letter written 
on the 5th, relative to the Rev. B. O’Neill’s complaint of not being allowed to perform 
service on Ascension-day ; stating that if he professes tliat he ought to celebrate mass on 
Ascension-day in accordance with the directions of his superiors, the Commissioners think 
he ought not to be prevented. 

Ordered, that the Rev. B. O’Neill be informed of the Commissioners’ letter, and that 
the Board will be ready to hear any application or complaint he may wish to make at the 
next meeting. 



Letter to Mr. O' Neill. 

Sir, 19 May 1845. 

I HAVE been directed by the Board of Guardinns to comraunicato to you the Poor-law 
Commissioners’ letter on the subject of your being prevented from performing service on 
Ascension-day; they state, that if you profess that you ought to celebrate mass on 
Ascension-day, in accordance with the directions of your ecclesiastical superiors, you should 
not be prevented. 

I am also directed to inform you, that the Board will be ready to hear any application 
or complaint you may wish to make, at their next meeting, on Monday the 26th instant. 

(signed) Robert Ross, Clerk. 



26 May 1845. 

The Rev. B. O’Neill not having attended, and the following complaint having beeji 
entered in the chaplains’ book on Thursday last, [by the Rev. Mr. Kelly, curate, viz. ''Visited, 
at the request of the Rev. Mr. O’Neill, to officiate on this day, which U a holy day through- 
out the entire Catholic world ; the master, however, would neither allow the Catholic 
inmates of the house to attend, nor would he either allow water or lights for the altar; he 
says, in justification of himself, that the Board gave him no directions on Monday last 
upon this matter. But it would be daring and unauthorized assumption of authority on 
the part of the Board, as it is on the part of the master, to attempt to prevent the Catholic 
chaplain of this house from officiating here on the days which are directed by the autho- 
rity of the Catholic church to be kept holy. I have never heard of such authority being 
assumed in any other workhouse in Ireland ; the opposite practice everywhere prevails. 
Public attention must be immediately directed to this matter, if the Board do not take 
means forthwith to prevent it — 

Resolved, that the Rev. B. O’Neill, the Roman-catholic chaplain, be required to attend 
in person to perform his duties in future at the workhouse, unless in case of sickness ; and 
that a copy of this resolution be sent to Mr. O’Neill. 

(signed) Robert Ross, Clerk. 
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Read a letter from the Poor-law tvt 2 June 1845. 

the Rev. B. O’Neill, complaining of not being allowel ?? W ^ 

erecled, and did alsg withdS Ws'cS^geT^tin'? “ *’* 

language, — ® 5 S‘ the master of using any insulting 

do®mPef„iL'’ustof ta?hnyday,'' lVthith'l?f 

.hat funerala ate to take place I future before the hiur oHa ydoX'™ 

(signed) Soberl Moss, Clerk. 

Gentlemen, 

of a proper place.for the ““PW-”S of the want 

The guardians in answer desire me to State, that the Pev R n'M u j j 1 

meeting, and after explaining what he wisher! fr,- j ^ ^ attended at their 

'k:S; ibt' 

raSr^;^t^Re^rMr“^NeT.^?^^ 
guardiau/are fully eatis«edtt;\1.‘h'“ru'^^^^^^^ 

hntl not been instigated to t bv Mr KeTlu hie „,i. 1 occurred it JVlr. O Neill 

ru'lif:&;hTeSbTr^s:r'^^ 

create discontent in their minds. ^ ^“proper language made use of to the paupers to 



(signed) 



Robert Ross. 



The Rev Mr. Kelly came to the workhouse this evening, at about iVi^nSto Ifjbt 
Friday lad Siied”^^ 

neonl t® 0 ">* ‘“Id itie he would come here on Friday and compel the 

Its ,r“' ”“'0/ of "'OrkhouBe and the servant of the Board, f claim 

Its protection in the execution of my duty. ..va.u, claim 

(signed) MobeH Moss, 



the Tto™”''’''.'!”? TO’*®''® jotirnal, ordered that the^fe?k do irite'lo 

the Eoman-oatholic chaplain, desiring that he shall do the duty of his office himself. 

In consequence of a report by the master in his journal relative to Mr.^Sy’ 

SS.es o/vot 1*'= th»t they desire joa S do 

inqihy L^t^the maito”’*'’ “ 

(signed) Robert Ross, Clerk. 



chSalrin thS h ? “ ‘0 “td"'! a* Roman-catholic 

Sters L nSi ‘ Sh '" ’’I *'«"B>>ont the year, provided the chaplain 

S l attend Sod t " »” ‘ke previous lunday, naming the day and hoir he 

to atSSi “ ’ ^ *° =^'“" inmates 



(signed) Robert Ross, Clerk. 



wiSr to inform^im Se'mifster 
inve^hJ !Trt against ihe Rev. Mr. Kelly, on the 18th August, to be 

tigated, and that the Board will proceed to do so on the 6th October. 



368. 



u 3 



Newtown 
Limavady Union. 
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29 Septembei' 1845. 

I HAVE been directed by the Board of Guardians 10 infonn you, that the master has 
requested to have his complaint against the Rev. Mr. Kelly investigated (as entered by 
him in his journal of the 18th August) ; and that the Board vriil proceed to such invesiioa- 
tioii at their next meeting, on the 6th day of October. ® 

liolevt Ross, Clerk. 



M inute Book, 6 October 1845. 

The Rev. Bernard O’Neill attended, and stated that Mr. Kelljr required a copy of die 
master’s charge against him before he would attend the investigation. 

Resolved, that we do not think it necessary 10 give a copy, but tliat the clerk do 
now read the charge to the Rev. Bernard O’Neill, and that the investigation be postponed 
until next meeting. 

(signed) Robert Ross, Clerk. 



13 October 1845. 

The charge against the Rev. Mr. Kelly, preferred by the master, for intemperate con- 
duct on the nth of August, was investigated in the presence of Mr. Kelly and the master; 
when having heard both parlies, Mr. Kelly admitted that he had acted too warmly, being 
ignorant of the orders given to the master by the Board, and was sorry for what had 
occurred. 

(signed) Robert Ross, ClerL 



29 June 1846. 

The Roman-calbolic chaplain complains of the Catholic inmates being required to work 
on holydays after attending Divine service ; iho opinion and directions of the Poor-law 
Commissioners is requested on the subject. 



6 July. 

Read a letter from the Poor-law Commissioners, stating that they have not issued any 
regulations or instructions on the subject, the matter being one which is usually made the 
subject of arrangement between the Roman-catholic chaplain and the guardians. 

6 July 1846. 

Resolved, that the suggestions of the Commissioiicrs he adopted, and tiiat none oCihe 
Roman-catholic inmates be required to do any out-door work on holyilavR, but those em- 
ployed in the necessary work for the maintenance of regularity and clcunline.is in the house 
be required to work as usual. 

Ordered that the clerks do send a copy of the above resolution to tlic Roman-catholic 
chaplain. 

(signed) Robert Ross, Clerk. 



26 October 1846. 

The master reported that on last Monday he permiLtod n daughter of Joliii M'Niekle, 
(who is in a declining state of health,) to visit him ; she left the house after a short time 
and returned, and stated that she wished to see him again ; the master permitted her to 
do 80 ; she then sent for him, and told him that her father wished to see the priest. The 
master told her that her father being entered in the register as a I’resbytorian, he could do 
nothing until he reported the circumstance to the Board of Guardians ; she theu went away 
and brought the Roman-catholic chaplain and his curate to the workhouse. The master 
felt it to be his duty to refuse them permission to visit John M'Nicklo, until be could 
report the circumstance to the Board of Guardians at iheir next meeting, agreeable to 
article 33 of the workhouse regulations. 

Resolved, that the master appears to have acted quite right and in accordance 
with his duty, in refusing permission to the Roman-catholic chaplain to visit John 
M'Nickle. 

Rachael Boyle, daughter to said John M'Nickle, having complained to the Board of 
Guardians of the master refusing to allow her to bring the priest to her father, the follow- 
ing guardians went to visit the said John M'Nickle, and asked him if he ever was a Romau- 
cathoUc, or did he wish now to become one ; when he nuswered distinctly and at once, that 
he never was, nor had he any wish to become a Roman-catholic ; that he had not desired 
his daughter to bring the priest, and that he would die a Presbyterian : — 

Sir Edward M'Naughten, Anthony Simpson, esq., Frcdermk M'Causland, esq., and 
M r. Patrick Connor, who is a Roman-cniholic. 

(signed) Robert Ross, Clerk. 
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No. 25465 D./46. 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Guardians. 

Si]._ Poor-law Commission Office, 

With reference tothe letter addressed to you onthe 1 

those charges, together with his report on that evident ^ respectmg 

I have, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, for Chief Clerk. 



No. 25466 D./46. 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Guardians. 

Sir, Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 

inthepresenceof theNewtoZ irawSvToard^^^^^^ ®‘'* 

complaints preferred by the Rev Bemai-d 0 °Nrin ’ respecting certain 

of Newtown Limavady C-ktouse ’ chaplain 

Those complaints involve 

J; 'IJc msister of the workhouse. 

11 . The schoolmaster ; and 

the* tlLe SZs'' eaeh of 

*,®.'=''“gcs against the master 

ThZda?f8«'.“'*‘=‘* Me. O'NeiU, on Ascension 

2dly. Tha,t on another occasion he told Mr O’lVoin a. • i . 

manner, that he had exceeded his duty ^ ^ ^ ^ insulting 

Me. O'Neill, 

tlee rX: SZLTX the S 

5tL%Z"j youL no°h'::Sn.”''”" 

for JZpriert ™"“ M'f^icoll, an aged sick pauper, to send 

Me! fsdf if “^Mting to the Rev. 

Bernard M‘Cormick a bov about ^7 ®^PP°^ted by the evidence of 

O’Neill in t ^ age, who was clerk to Mr 

Si £■» f r“““?c;s 

(Mr. O’Neill) inade i-Kp Board of Guardians, he did not care if he 

other.” It appears th-it POi’sons in the workhouse) leap on top of the 
Me. Murphy, ^Md M^Cori^iclf m” Z *™e but Mr. O'Neill, 

version of the conversatiZ aires f ™ charge, and in his 

proof, therefore reste on M‘rn™i\™ account of the matter. The 

368. ”«’'f«®‘"™MCormicks evidence. Now the words stated to have 

^ ^ been 



Newtown 
Limavady Union. 
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b«en used are such tliat it is difficult to attribute an intelligible meaning to 
them, or to find out what exact sense, if used, they were intended to convey 5 
but still the conclusion which the Commissioners draw from the evidence on 
this head is, that although the exact words of the conversation, or reply, were 
not distinctly remembered by Mr. O’Neill or M‘Cormick, yet the master had 
replied in a way not consistent with the respectful maimer in which the master 
. of a workhouse should reply to a chaplain of the institution, and a very young 
man to a priest far advanced in years. The Commissioners request that Mr. 
Murphy may he severely reprimanded on the subject, and that the reprimand 
be given in connexion with the (Commissioners’ remarks on the second charge. 

2d. In reference to the charge of the master saying on another occasion, in 
the most insulting manner, that the Rev. Mr. O’Neill had exceeded his duty, 
Mr. O’Neill had no evidence to produce. But tlu^ master in his statement of 
the transaction acknowledges that he had been listening to what Mr. O’Neill 
told his hearers last summer, in reference to not working on holydays ; and that 
in a conversation with Mr. O’Neill he told him that he had exceeded his duty 
that day, by ordering the people not to work on the Catholic holydays. 

It appears, moreover, that when Mr. O’Neill in rejoinder said, “You have 
been listening,” Mr. Murphy answered, “ Indeed 1 have ; I, as mastei- of 
the workhouse, consider it quite necessary sometimes so to do.” Now the 
Commissioners cannot consider it seemly or right, much less necessary, for a 
master of a workhouse at any time (not being in the room, or supposed to he 
within hearing of the speaker) to listen to the exhortations or advice of a chap- 
lain to his flock; and had he from accidental circumstances been within hearing, 
and unwittingly overheard the conversation or lecture, he should not have 
made use of the information he so obtained in the manner he appears to have 
done in conversation with and reply to Mr. O’Neill. What enhances, if 
possible, the extreme impropriety of the observation of Mr. Murphy respecting 
Mr. O’Neill’s having exceeded his duty, is, that Mr. O’Neill, in impressing upon 
his flock the religious obligation of not working on Roman- catholic holydays, 
was acting strictly within the bounds of his sacred office, inasmuch as the obli- 
gation of not working on Roman-catholic holydays is held by the Roman- 
catholic Church to be binding on all its members. Moreover, if Mr. O’Neill 
had exceeded his duty, and Mr. Mui-phy had bcc^ome. ac(iuaintod with the fact 
in a proper manner, it was not within Mr. Murphy’s ])roviuce. to sit in judgment 
on Mr. O’Neill; and it would have been, even under such circumstances, 
highly unbecoming in him to have presumed to censure that reverend gentle- 
man for language addressed by him from the pulpit to his congregation. Oa 
the whole, the Commissioners regard Mr. Mmqffiy’s (sonduct under the second 
charge with the strongest displeasure and disapprobation, and they request that 
he may be severely reprimanded for it ; and may be warned that any future 
want on his part of due respect to Mr. O’Neill will lead to his instant removal 
• from his office. 

3d. As to the third charge, there was an absence of evidence. Mr. 0 Neiil 
stated, that he had no witnesses to produce as to it, but that he would give up 
the charge if the master denied it. The master denied it; and on the whole, 
the Commissioners think that this charge arose from imperfect recollechon 
and unintentional misconception on the part of Mr. O’Neill. 

4th. In reference to the charge of the master saying with fierce and most 
insulting looks to the Rev. Mr. O’Loughlin, “ Why do you so interfere . or, 
“ How dare you interfere ? you are no chaplain,” the evidence is conflicting^ 
according to the statement of Mr. O’Loughlin, where he, Mr. Murphy, sai 
that he had no right to interfere because he was no chaplain, and the tone an 
manner he said it in were somewhat insulting ; but the schoolmaster, m m 
evidence on this point, states that Mr. Murphy, the master, merely 
O’Loughlin, “ You have no right to interfere, leave it to the chaplain,” 
he made this observation quietly, and not in an insulting manner. Cn 
whole, the Commissioners see reason to believe that his manner may hav 
been disrespectful on that occasion, and they desire to admonish him that 1 
his duty to treat all strangers in the workhouse with uniform courtesy 
respect. . , 

5th. In reference to the charge against the master for not allowing J 
M'Nicholl to send for the priest, the evidence, which is extensive, appears ^ 
the Commissioners to show that any wish he may have expressed to , 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



PAPERS RELATING TO NEWTOWN LIMAVADY UNION. 33 



priest was made to get rid of the importunity of his daughter j that M‘Nicholl Newtown 

was a Presbyterian, and that he died in the Presbyterian religious persuasion. Liaavady Uni on. 

Still, if the case had been one of urgency, affecting John M'Nicholl’s life, the 

Commissioners think that Mr. Murphy ought to have sent for the priest, if 

John M'Nicholl made the request, whatever might have been the influences 

supposed to be operating on John M'Nicholl’s mind, as such influences would 

be a mere matter of conjecture. It is, however, evident to the Commissioners 

from the evidence of Mr. M'Causland, that it was not such a case of urgency 

affecting John M'Nicholl’s life as rendered it incumbent on the master to let 

him have the ministration of a priest without bringing the matter before the 

Board of Guardians. The subject was brought before the Board of Guardians 

at their next meeting, and that Board sent a deputation from then' body to 

question M'Nicholl on the subject. That deputation has recorded the result 

of its inquiries, and its report proves that John M'Nicholl wished to die, as he 

had lived, a Presbyterian. The Commissioners, however, must add, that in 

their opinion, Mr. Murphy ought to have gone to the Rev. Mr. O’Neill when he 

sent for him on the 19th of October 1846, and that it was not proper or 

respectful in him (considering the relative situations and positions of the two 

persons) to have referred Mr. O’Neill to the workhouse rules by a message 

through the porter. 

II. As to the schoolmaster, some unsupported charge against him will be 
noticed under the third head ; hut at present the Commissioners will merely 
consider a charge of his having ridiculed Roman-catholic children by saying, 

“ No man or priest could forgive sins, save God alone.” 

This charge against the schoolmaster rests mainly on the evidence of the 
boy Callaghan. He states “ that Mr. Pigott (the schoolmaster) talked to him 
on religious subjects, and that he told him that there was no use in going to 
Mr. O’Neill, for he could do nothing for them ; that he could not forgive sins; 
that Mr. Pigott told him this when going to confession to Mr. O’Neill ; that he 
told it to him before all the Roman-catholics in the school, and that there 
were Protestants as well as Roman-catholics present.” In addition to this 
evidence, a boy of the name of Margy states, “ I heard Mr. Pigott the school- 
master say in the workroom, that no one could forgive sins but God alone.” 

He acknowledges, indeed, that he first asked Mr. Pigott the question if the 
priest could forgive sins ; that Mr. Pigott did not commence the conversation ; 
that he merely replied to his question, and that he did not laugh at the Catholic 
religion or confession, or turn it into ridicule ; that he never heard Mr. Pigott 
speak on the subject but on the day he asked him the question, and that no 
one ever hindered him from going to mass. Mann, the shoemaker to the 
workhouse, states that Margy asked the schoolmaster if the priest could for- 
give sins, and that he merely said not ; and Browly states the same, and that 
he never heard any conversation between Mr. Pigott and the boys at any other 
time on religion. Under ordinary circumstances it would not appear to the 
Commissioners that the eridence of Margy should be taken as criminating the 
schoolmaster to such a serious degree as to render his removal from his office 
necessary. Such a young man (the schoolmaster is stated to be a very young 
man), from want of consideration on the moment when such a question was 
put to him, might have replied as stated, without any intention to disparage or 
interfere with the religion of the boy who put the question. Yet when the. 
Commissioners consider the evidence in reference to Margy, together with the 
evidence of Callaghan, and above all with the fact that from, some cause or 
other the Roman-catholic children have been frequenting Protestant worship, 
and had to be pulled out of the room when Protestant service was going to be 
performed ; and when the Commissioners consider that although none of the 
boys appear to have turned Protestants, a laxity of religious principle has been 
by some means induced, — the Commissioners cannot but think that a change 
of the schoolmaster is called for, and that the teacher of the Roman-catholics 
should be above even the suspicion of ever having tampered in the slightest 
degree with their religious faith. The Commissioners understand that the 
schoolmaster is a well-disposed, mild, and well-educated young man ; and they 
are not prepared to say that under different circumstances he may not be a 
useful member of societ}^ as a teacher ; but they think it due to the Roman- 
catholic chaplain and to the Roman-catholics of the house and the union, that 
he should now be dismissed. They have accordingly caused an order to be 
3(58. E prepared 
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prepared for his removal ; which, however, from consideration for his o-etip I 
character, they will omit to issue, if he forwards his resignation. * 

III. The charges against the general system of management, as pervertiaa 
tending to pervert the minds of Roman-catholic children, are contained (as f™ 
as they do not involve the above chai-ges a, gainst the master and schoolmastM 
in the following passages of Mr. O’Neill’s letter of the 16th of September last . 

” I have to complain of the monster grievance, vie. the interference of eve 
person, from the master down to the lowest official in the house (none of whm 
are Catholics), with my hearers, in endeavouring to pervert them, in which thev 
have succeeded, notwithstanding my exertions.” ^ 

And again, “The result of his (the schoolmaster’s) insolent ob.sorvations against 
the Roman-catholic religion, his interference to and advice to and with the 
children, &c.^ is, that within the last two months he has succeeded in pervertiiia 
three Catholic children, whose fathers and mothers wore Catliolics, and who 
but for this interference, would live and die Catholics themselves. Those cases 
of proselytiEm I brought before the Board of Guardians, who o.xamined the 
children, after which they unanimously declared that there w.as undue influence 
used in causing them to become Protestants ; and notwithstanding this the 
schoolmaster, master, and mistress are continued. Such is the tenderness with 
which the spirit of proselytism is fostered and connived at.” 

"With respect to these charges (the last of which would seriously' inculpate 
the Board of Guardians), the Commissioners are bound to say that they are 
partly not supported by any evidence, and partly are contradicted bv the 
evidence. 



There is no evidence that any individual in the workhouse or out of it 
whether official or otherwise (with the exception of the schoolmaster) has 
endeavoured to pervert any of the Roman-catholic inmates. 

^ Even with respect to the schoolmaster, although the Commissioners deem it 
right to remove him from his ofKce, yet as exaggerated statements ought not 
to be made even against an individual who has behaved improperly, it is proper 
to observe that the specifie chai-ge of his having perverted three RomL- 
cathohe children has failed. It is plain that none of the three Roman-catholic 
children specified by Mr. O’Neill can be supposed to have become Protestants, 
in the case of one of the three, viz. Michael Bullion, Mr. O’Neill has retracted 
the charge himself. 

In the case of another of the three, viz. Thomas Callaghan (who has left the 
workhouse), no evidence was adduced, and Uiore is no ground for supposing 
that he has become a Protestant. And in case of the third hoy, Henry Margy, 
it IS sworn to hy the hoy himself, that he now goes to chapel (*. c. the Roman- 
catholic worship) m the workhouse, and that if he were out of it he would go 
to mass. ° 

There IS, more especially, no evidence whatever against the schoolmistress; 
and the Commissioners understand that Mr. O’NeUl stated openly at the inves- 
tigafion, that he had no cliimge to bring against her. As the Commissioners are 
con meed Jiat Mr. 0 Neill will now be convinced of the impropriety and 
mjustice of his language, in having cast a public reflection upon her, the Com- 
missioners will not advert further to Mr. O’Neill’s conduct in this respect, 
except tor the purpose of expressing a hope that Mr. O’Neill will be more 
accurate m his statements for the future ; and will remember, that the fitness 
comparatively humble her station in hfe may be, 
° Tf *° except on substantial grounds. 

U the assertion, that three Roman-catholic children were perverted to change 
asserti™ f u ’ eontradicted by the evidence, it is evident that the further 
wL a *°- a® guardians unanimously declared that 

“eausing them to become Protestants, and 
connivance with the spirit of proselytism. by aUowing the 
Ifr n T' continue in office. Tlie^ statement of 

tbIuP tw “oorreet and unjust, that the Commissioners 

Thp PniYi Yt'o ■ apology to the guardians for having made it. 

Jthl ■*“'“1* O’Neil hos had cause for complaint, but 

‘hat nothing can justify the above statement ; and the 
‘hm-ofore expect from him that he will not hesitate, from his 
fto him to follow the course which the Commissioners now suggest 



In 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



PAPERS RELATING TO NEWTOWN LIMAVADY UNION. 35 



In connexion with this subject, the Commissioners desire to observe that Newtowa 
they learn with regret from the evidence that inmates of the workhouse have Limavady Union. 

been allowed to attend, and do still in some instances attend the religious 

worship of chaplains not of the. religious persuasion to which such inmates, 
according to the register, belong. It appears that Roman-catholics attend the 
worship of the Church of England and of the Presbyterians, and that in some 
few instances the Protestants attend Roman-catholic worship. The evidence 
shows that in June last the Rev. Mr. O’Neill complained of the conduct of the 
schoolmaster, and of the Roman-catholic children being allowed to attend 
Protestant worship ; that the Board of Guardians then investigated the matter, 
and that verbal orders (the Commissioners regret they were not entered on 
the minutes) were then given not to allow the Roman-catholic children to 
attend the worship of any of the Protestant chaplains ; but it does not appear 
that any orders were given as to adults on the subject. Now, the Commis- 
sioners think it extremely objectionable that in such an institution as a work- 
house, wherein the slightest ground for the charge of permitting proselytism 
should be scrupulously avoided, the inmates should be allowed to attend the 
religious worship of a chaplain who is not the chaplain of the religious persua- 
sion which they are registered as belonging to. If any inmates wish to change 
their religion they should take the proper steps to do so, and should have their 
registration in reference tliereto changed. The Commissioners think that the 
want of strictness on this head has been the chief cause of the unpleasant dif- 
ferences which have led to this inquiry, and that the present system should be 
altered in this respect by the Board of Guardians. 

(signed) C. TValmisIei/, for Chief Clerk. 



Lettee from the Commissioners to the Rev. B. O'Neill, enclosing Copy 
of foregoing Letter. 

No. 25465 D./46. 

Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Reverend Sir, 11 January 184“. ' 

I AM directed by the Poor-law Commissioners to forward to you a copy of a 
letter addressed by them to the Newtown Limavady Board of Guardians, con- 
taining the decision of the Commissioners on the charges brought by you 
against the officers of the Newtown Limavady workhouse. 

In reference to that letter, the Commissioners desire to state, you will 
observe that they have determined to remove the schoolmaster from his 
present office, and have caused the master to be severely reprimanded, and to 
be warned that any future want of due respect to you will be followed by his 
instant removal in like manner. At the same time, the Commissioners desire, 
to direct your attention to the course they think you ought to pursue towards 
the Board of Guardians, in reference to the assertion contained in your letter 
of the 15th September, that the schoolmaster having perverted three Catholic 
children, the guardians unanimously declared there was undue influence used 
in causing them to become Protestants, and yet retain the schoolmaster in. 
office, from fostering and conniving at the spirit of proselytism. 

As no Catholic child in the workhouse appears to have become a Protestant, 
as it is certain that the Board of Guardians never passed the resolution you 
attributed to them, and as your statement was calculated to bring the guar- 
dians into public odium-, tbe Commissioners do not doubt that your sense of 
justice will lead you to apologise to the guardians for having made an assertion 
respecting them, which evidently was incorrect and unjust 5 the Commissioners 
think that you have had cause to complain, but still the evidence does not 
show that anything has occurred which could justify the above statement. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, for Chief Clerk. 
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Letter from tlie Clerk of the Guardians to the Commissioners. 
No. 1146 D./47. 



Gentlemen, Newtown Limavady, II January 1847 

1 KAYE been directed by the Board of Guardians to acknowledge the reeeW 
of your report and decision on the late investigation by Mr. Otway into tb 
charges brought by the Roman-catholic chaplain against certain offioersTf 
the workhouse. ® 

The guardians request you will be so good as to send to them, before the 
next day of meeting, a copy of the evidence taken by Mr. Otway ami bi. 
report on such evidence. “ 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Robert Ross, 

Union Clerk. 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Guardians in reply. 

No. 1146 D./47. 

Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin : 
16 January 1847. * 

I AM directed by the Poor-law Commissioners to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of the 11th instant, requesting, by direction of the Board of 
Guardians of the Newtown Limavady Union, to be furnished with a conv 
of the evidence taken by Mr. Otway, on the late investigation into the chargii 
of the Roman-catholic chaplain against certain officers of the workhouse and 
a copy of Mr. Otway’s report thereon. ’ 

In reference thereto 1 am directed by the Commissioners to forward to you 
In compliance with the guardians’ request, a copy of the evidence; but l am 
to state that it is not the practice of the Commissioners to communicate to 
Boards of Guardians the reports of their Assistant Commissioners, which are 
regarded as being somewhat in the nature of confidential documents between 
them and the Commissioners. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, 

Chief Clerk. 



Letter from the Rev. B. O'Neill to the Commissioners. 
No. 1920 D./47. 



Gentlemen, Newtown Limavady, 21 January 1847. 

1 HAVE been honoured by receipt of yours of the Uth instant, which I 
would have answered sooner, but having gone to see my friends, with whom 
1 was obliged to stay a few days. First, for your decision on the late inves- 
tigation 1 beg to return my sincere thanks. 

I am sorry that I cannot act upon the recommendation contained in the 
sequel of your letter, viz. that I should make an apology to the guardians; 
and for this among many other reasons: if they had been equally as well 
disposed as you seem to be, they might, many months ago, have saved me the 
pain and the Commissioners the trouble of an investigation, which required 
the presence of Mr. Otway to give it even semblance of fair play ; and I 
must say it is much to the credit of that gentleman that he lias been able to 
estimate at its proper value the mass of corrupt evidence brought forward to 
screen the offending parties on that occasion. 

I am equally sorry to find that the Commissioners ai*e still under the 
impression that none of the boys appear to have turned Protestants: they 
were notoriously so at the period of my statement ; avowed themselves such 
efore the Board of Guardians, who examined them. ’Tis true, Callaghan, 
interference of his friends became a Catholic. 
Margy goes to mass, but only to mimic the ceremonies, which I have fre- 
quently 
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quently seen him do. Callaghan having gone back again, and Margy’s going Newtown 
formally to mass, does not in any way affect the truth of my statement. Liwavady Union. 

I beg to assure the Commissioners that since writing the first letter, to this 
moment, I did not make one statement that was not literally true ; the only 
statement I made which might be construed into an untrue one is, the 
guardians being unanimous in their opinion that the schoolmaster ought to 
be dismissed for using undue influence in causing the children to become 
Protestants : what I meant to convey was, that as many of the Guardians as 
I bad spoken to after, on the subject, were unanimous in saying the school- 
master ought to be dismissed ; and even in the Board-room, after the children 
had been examined, Mr. Kane, one of the guardians, felt so strongly on the 
subject that, in the hearing of every one present, he called out for the instant 
removal of the schoolmaster. 

There is one sentence in the Commissioners’ report which pleases me 
much; “that the slightest ground for the charge of permitting prosel3^sm 
should be scrupulously avoided.” If this spirit were acted up to I would hope 
for better thin^ for the future ; but of this I am much afraid, as I can clearly 
see a disposition on the part of some of the guardians to treat me harshly, 
and as evidence of this they passed a vote of censure on me while the matter 
was pending before the Commissioners (see copies herevrith sent) ; and as 
further evidence, thej'^ have, since receipt of the Commissioners’ last com- 
munication, passed a second vote of censure on me for refusing to make them 
an apology, before I had time (since my return home) to state my reasons to 
you for declining so to do. 

Therefore I am not at all surprised at meeting with opposition from the 
officials in the house, when I find the guardians on every occasion ready to 
sustain them. On Christmas-day last, I went to the workhouse about a 
quarter or 10 minutes before nine o’clock, for the purpose of giving as many 
of the Catholics as were prepared an opportunity of going to communion, 
which in the Catholic church has been custom for ages, Mr. Murphy, 
the master, sent me word by the porter that it was breakfast hour ; conse- 
quently I was obliged to come away, and go back to the workhouse again 
after mass in the chapel. Such acts as these, and many others which 1 will 
not name, as 1 wish to avoid saying anything that would give the Commis- 
sioners additional trouble, is very unlike that of impartiality. 

1 am for upwai'ds of 30 years a Roman-catholic clergyman. Luring that 
time I have not politically, religiously, publicly, or privately quarrelled with 
any man, or body of men ; and would not now begin with the Newtown 
Limavady Board of Guardians, until I was compelled from necessity, when no 
other alternative was left me, to come before the public. 

Lest I might say anything that would give the Commissioners any more 
trouble, as, like myself, they have already got too much, I will not go into 
any detailed statement of the charges, evidence, &c. But I hope I have sufli- 
ciently satisfied the Commissioners, that it would be worse than useless on 
my part to make an apology to the guardians for omitting to do what I con- 
sider was their duty, or they had none. 

I have, &c. 

Newtown Limavady. (signed) Bernard O'Neill, p.p. 



Enclosure referred to in foregoing Letter. 

Sir, Newtown Limavady, 14 December 1846. 

The following was entered on the minutes of the guardians at their meeting this day. 

I am, 8 tc. 

Kev. B. O’Neill. (signed) Robert Ross. 

Sir Edmond Macnaghton gave notice, that if the Reverend Bernard O’Neill, Roman- 
•oatholic chaplain, does not express his regret for writing to Conciliation Hall, that he 
would move the following resolution at next day of meeting: 

“ That it is highly reprehensible on the part of a paid officer of this establishment, in 
-Jmy matter connected with his duties as such officer, to seek ledress from appeal or com- 
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plaint to any tribunal not having jurisdiction in the case, and not dulv . 

law.” J “^cognjzed by 

The answer I wrote to the note, on otlier side, I cannot now lav mv hand^ m, 1, 
leave to refer the Commissioners to the clerk of the union, Mr. Ross, for sam'^ N 

deem it necessary. ““ouicl they 

B. O' N. 

Lettek from the Commissioners to the Rev. Bernard O’Neill 

No. 1920 D./47. 

„ , Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin 

Reverend Sir, 23 January 1847. 

I AM directed by the Poor-law Commissioners to aohnowledae the recrint 
of your letter of the 2 1 st instant, relative to the recent invostiRation held « 
the Newtown Limavady worldiouse, by Mr. Otway, Assistant Commissioner 
and I am to state that your letter shall receive consideration. ’ 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Cliief Clerk. 



Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Otway, Assistant Commissioner 
enclosing Copy of foregoing Communication. ’ 

No. 1920 D./47. 

Sir, . J . . „ . Poor-law Commission Office, 25 January 1847 

1 AM directed by the Poor-law Commissioners to forward to you the enclosed 
copy of a communication they have received from the Rev. Bernard O’Neill, 
relative to the mvesfrgation recently held by you at the workhouse of the 
Newtown Limavady Union ; and I am to request your observations thereon 
particularly as to the point of whether there was any reason to suppose that 
any of the boys had actually turned Protestants. ^ ^ 

rijere nothing in the evidence which led the Commissioners to arrive 
at the conclusion that the boys m question had done more than attend Pro- 
testant worship occasionally ; which, however iinproixir to have been committed, 
was a distinct point from their becoming Protestants, especially as it seems 
Boll .E 7 7 P>-<>testaat children had in like manner attended the 

Koman-cathohe worship occasionally, without its being alleged that such boys 
had become Roman-catholics. " o j 

f evidence, and your report thereon, are herewith enclosed, 
and should be returned with your answer. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore^ Chief Clerk. 



Lftter from Mr. Otway, Assistant Commissioner, to tlie Commissioners. 

No. 2943/1847. 

Gentiemen, Enniskillen, 4 February 1847- 

In reply to your letter of the 25th ultimo, I beg to state that I had no rea- 
son to suppose that any of the boys had actually turned Protestants. I was 

wlft although some of the 

boys attended Protestant worship occasionaUy, as stated in the evidence, the 
clea.1 impression left on my mind was that none of them had really turned 
Protestant or coidd be looked upon as having ceased to be members of the 
v I remember during the inquiry that it was mentioned 

P Neills presence that, at all events, the boys he had alluded to had not 
Nis faith ; and he did not attempt to 
1 K f knowledge as to the avowals the boys exa- 

mined before the Board of Guardians at the period alluded to by Mr. O'NeiU 
may have made, but I consider the evidence taken at the inquiry before me 
goes clearly to show that none of them had really turned Protestants. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) C. G. Otxvay, 

Assistant Commissioner- 
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Extract from. Guardians’ Minutes, 25 January 1847. 

No. 2358 D./47. 

The committee to whom the correspondence of the Poor-law Commissioners 
was referred, having attentively perused it and carefully considered the circum- 
stances out of which it arose, beg leave to recommend for the adoption of the 
Board of Guardians the following resolutions, viz. ; 

“That the Guardians do not consider it expedient or consistent witli justice 
to carry into execution the order of the Poor-law Commissioners on the first 
of the charges preferred by the Rev. Mr. O’Neill against the master of the 
workhouse, namely, for having used insulting language to him in the month of 
May 1845, inasmuch as they find, on reference to their minute-book, that Mr. 
O’Neill attended at the Board-room in June 1845, when he withdrew his chai-ges 
against the master, for using any insulting language. They find also, in refer- 
ence to correspondence which passed at the time, that the Commissioners were 
satisfied with the arrangements then come to, which appears by their letter of 
the 5th of June 1845, No. 10653. 

“ That with respect to the second charge, which is now for the first time 
brought to their notice, (Mr. O’Neill having never made any complaint to them 
on the subject), the guardians conceived the master not only exceeded his 
duty, but acted with great impropriety in having listened to, and commented 
on any observations made by Mr. O’Neill to his hearers ; they consequently 
deem it right to reprimand him, and to desire he will abstain from such con- 
duct in future. 

“ That with regard to the thii’d, fourth, and fifth charges against the master, 
there being no actual proof of misconduct, they consider it proper, in conformity 
with the orders of the Commissioners, to admonish the master to use on all 
occasions courteous language and respectful demeanour to all strangers visiting 
the workhouse. 

“ That as^ to the case of the schoolmaster, it having been already investi- 
gated and disposed of by the guardians, much as they disapprove of his inter- 
ference in religious discussions, beg to decline to inflict any other or further 
punishment on him than that which had been awarded in the month of June 
last ; with which punishment Mr. O’Neill then appeared to be, and expressed 
himself to be, perfectly satisfied. 

“ That the guardians are both surprised and grieved on finding that the 
report of the Commissioners so slightly touches on the conduct of Mr. O’Neill 
in charging_ them ‘with fostering with tenderness a spirit of proselytism, 
and of conniving at it a charge which the Commissioners admit to be incor- 
rect and unjust. The Commissioners, it is true, recommend Mr. O’Neill to 
offer an apology to the guardians for having made it ; that gentleman, however, 
on being asked whether he would comply with the recommendation, refused. 
The guardians cannot refrain from expressing their astonishment that the Com- 
imssioners should have overlooked the dangerous consequences of an imputa- 
tion so injurious and false on their honesty ; and they conceive that Mr. O’Neill’s 
behaviour is the more censurable in appealing, not to the Commissioners who 
have jurisdiction, but to an association sitting at Conciliation Hall, which has 
not ; a circumstance which the guardians think the Commissioners might have 
adverted to with disapprobation and displeasure.” 

Resolved unanimously, that the foregoing resolutions be adopted, and entered 
in the minutes, and also the letter to the Commissioners, now read; and that 
copies of each be sent to the Commissioners and their Assistant Commissioner, 
Mr. Otway, who held the investigation. 

The master (Mr. Murphy) having been called before the Board, the chair- 
man addressed him on his conduct, as referred to in the foregoing resolutions, 
reprimanded and desfred him to abstain from such conduct in future, and be 
cautious on all occasions to be courteous in his manner and language, and 
respectful in demeanour to all visitors of the workhouse. 
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Letter from the Guardians to the Commissioners. 

No. 2346 D./47. 

Board-room, Newtown Limavady Union 
Gentlemen, 25 January 1847. ’ 

The guardians of the Newtown Limavady Union beg leave to ackaowledee 
the i-eceipt of your report, dated the 9th instant (ultimo), and also a copy of 
the evidence taken by Mr. Assistant Commissioner Otway in an investigation 
held by your directions. The guardians have to state with great regret, that 
a full and impartial consideration of the evidence has compelled them to arrive 
at a different conclusion from that come to by your Board, and that their sense 
of justice forbids them from acting otherwise than in accordance with the 
resolutions unanimously adopted this day by their Board, a copy of which reso- 
lutions they herewith transmit. 

'Without contrasting the different measures of justice which your Board ai'e 
desirous of having administered to the different offending parties, the guar- 
dians cannot but view the conduct of Mr. O’Neill as being much more open to, 
and more deserving of, censure, than that of any of the other officers connected 
with the workhouse. They are far from attempting to palliate, much less to 
justify, any want of respect from the master to Mr. O’Neill ; they take leave, 
however, to observe, that by way of aggi*avating his crime, the youth of the 
master is relied on by the Commissioners (an assumption wholly gratuitous 
and unfounded). But in alluding to Mr. O’Neill’s misconduct they omit to 
take notice, as well of his mature age as of the tribunal to which he was 
pleased to addi’ess his complaint. Now the guardians conceive it impossible 
for anything to be more destructive of the authority and confidence they 
ought to possess, or more injurious to their usefulness, than “ an inaccurate 
and unjust charge” against them “of fostering with tenderness a sphit of 
j^oselytism,” of conniving at it, and of having “ perverted the hearers” of Mr. 
0 Neill, in which perversion they would further succeed, unless prevented by 
Mr. John O’Connell and the other friends of religion acting with him ; and 
this leads the guardians to notice what the Commissioners have passed by, 
the extreme impropriety of Mr. O’Neill’s appealing to Conciliation Hall. 

There are some Roman-catholics on the Board of (iluardians, who performed 
their duty irrespective of religious differences ; but when represented as favour- 
the, perversion of their co-religionists, how eon they be otherwise than 
affected by the charge ; what Roman-catholic guardian can act impartially, if 
he feels he is to be arraigned before, and condemned by, such a tribunal ? 
The guardians do not doubt the warmth of Mr. John O’ConneU’s friendship 
for religion ; on this point they take no issue, but they plead to the jurisdiction 
ot ms court ; and they cannot but express astonishment that the Commissioners 
should have omitted to comment on the conduct of Mr. O’Neill, in charging 
them with an act so highly criminal as that “ of fostering and conniving af 
prpselytism, whilst the accusation is preferred, not before the Commissioners, 
who have authority to hear and determine it, but before the Repeal Associa- 
sitting at Conciliation Hall, and no way recognised as having any authority 

refrain also from observing upon the tendency of Mr. 
UJNeiUs charges, not hastily, but after long deliberation, brought against the 
JioarcL What must be the consequence if such a scandalous calumny is gene- 
lalij'- believed . It is printed and cii-culated in a newspaper notoriously read 
supported by Roman-catholics. Where is the conscientious Roman- 
catnohe who would become an inmate of the house, or advise a starving 
pauper of the same faith to enter it, if he believed it to be true, as Mr. O'Neill 
affirms, that a spirit of proselytism is there fostered and connived at ? What 
opinion IS the public to form of the guardians, and, it may be added, of the 
Rocir-law Commissioners, if the interference of Mr. John O’Connell and the 
ottier friends of religion acting with him is required to prevent the further 
perversions i , 1 i 

u ^ardiaiis submit that their honesty is not thus recklessly to be assailed 
by Mr. O Neill. •' 

They have to lament that the practice of Mr. O’Neill, whatever may have 

been. 
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been his es-hortation has not been calculated of late to promote peace and 
good mU m the establishment, and they conceive the investigation which his 
querfous but misdirected letter rendered necessary might have elicited from 
the Commissioners something more than an intimation of their opinion that 
he ought to offer an apology to the guardians for having maligned them, and an 
expectation that he would not hesitate to do so. The guardians are sorry to 
announce the vmity of this expectation, and to inform the Commissioners not 
only of the hesitation but the refusal of Mr. O’NeiU to comnlv with their mild 
recommendation. ’’ 

The guardians cannot conclude this letter without a remonstrance, which 
they desire earnestly to make against the rule now for the first time, as they 
think, laid down by the Commissioners, to the effect that no adult pauper shall 
be pemitted to attend the public worship of any other than the chaplain of 
the religious persuasion in which his name is entered in the register This 
rule they consider impolitic, unnecessary, and harsh 1 it would tend to per- 
petuate prejudices, distinctions, and differences amongst Christians, where it 
would be better to encourage brotherly love and charity ; nor do they see why 
paupers should be debarred from the exercise of a right inherent in all men of 
full age, which, if their poverty had not compelled them to enter the house 
they would have continued to enjoy, and of which, when in the house, there 
would seem to be no sufficient reason to deprive them. 

I have, &c. 

(signed by order of the Guardians) 

Robert Boss, Union Clerk. 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Guardians in reply. 

No. 2346 D./1847. 

Q. Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 

. . 6 February 184 “. 

iHB roor-law Commissioners have had under consideration your letter of 
the 25 th ultimo, together with the resolutions of the Board of Guardians of 
the same date, respecting the decision of the Commissioners on certain charges 
brought by the Rev. Mr. O’Neill against the officers and the religious manage- 
ment of Newtown Limavady workhouse ; and in reference thereto the Com- 
missioners desire to express their sincere regret that neither the Boai'd of 
Guardians nor Mr. O’Neill have acquiesced in the conclusions of the Commis- 
sioners, nor have adopted the course pointed out by the Commissioners in their 
letter of the 9 th ultimo. 

the Commissioners of this case is intermediate between 
.the views of the Board of Guardians and of Mr. O’Neill : as it appears to the 
Commissioners hopeless to attempt to adjust differences of opinion which seem 
irreconcileable, the Commissioners propose simply to act upon their own views, 
and at the same time to state their reasons for their conclusions, as far as any 
attempt has been made to invalidate those reasons either by Mr, O’Neill or the 
guardians. 

iv, VJ charge against the master, the Commissioners think 
inatit Mr. O’Neill had previously withdrawn it, this would be a reason personal 
0 himself w’hy it should not have been again brought forward by him or re- 
opened. As, however, Mr. O’Neill again brought it forward, and it was duly 
inquired into, the Commissioners think that it should be judged and treated 
on Its own merits, according to the evidence given at the inquiry. The Com- 
missioners will accordingly communicate their decision on the master’s case 
directly tu the master. 

reference to the case of the schoolmaster, the Commissioners regret 
0 differ in opinion from the Board of Guardians, but they must insist on his 
ceding to hold the office in Newtown Limavady workhouse, and they will 
to acquaint him that an order will be issued for his removal, unless he 
orwards his resignation to this office. With regard to the statement that his 
case has already been inquired into by the Board of Guardians, the Commis- 
3 F sioners 
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Newtown sioners desire to point out, 1st, that the Commissioners were no party to 
Limaviidy Union, an inquiry, of which there is no record whatever on the minutes- 

2(Uy, that such inquiry could not have been upon oath ; and 3dly, that even if 

it had been recorded on the minutes and had bcteii upon oath, it could not in 
any way have operated as a bar to the subsequent inqiiivy, which mieht be 
regarded in some respects in the nature of an appeal from the decision of the 
Board of Guardians. 

The Commissioners have only further to state on this head, that in establish- 
ments like workhouses wherein there are childi’cm of different religious persua- 
sions, there are only two alternatives, viz. cither to appoint separate school- 
masters to give instruction to the children of each religious persuasion or to f 

appoint one schoolmaster for all, Imt at the same time to be inflexibly strict ' 

in removing that schoolmaster unless he scriqmlously respects the religious 
convictions and feelings of those whose religious ercc.d is different from his I 
own. Now the latter alternative is the onci which aj)pears to the Commhsioners 
to be decidedly preferable, and they cannot but f(!cl that the schoolmaster rio- * 

lated that impartiality which is esscmtial in a ])ublie officer in his position ; and ( 

even estimating his offence at the lowest, merely as a want of discretion, it was 
a want of discretion on the very point on which he ought to have been pecu- 
liarly prudent and discreet. I 

3. With respect to the refusal of Mr. O’Neill to apologise to the Board of 
Guardians for the^ incorrect and unjust charges brought against them, the 
Commissioners desire to state that, considering the time which has elapsed I 
since those charges were made, (which has afforded Mr. O’Neill full opportu- 
nity for calm reflection,) they certainly did entertain the expectation that he 
would see the propriety of making to the guardians a full reparation for the 
wrong of which he had been guilty. 

The charge of Mr. O’Neill was, that three Roman- catholic children were i 
perverted to change their religion ; that the guardians unanimously declared 
that undue influence was used in causing them to become Protestants, and yet 
they retained the schoolmaster, master, iind mistress, in office. 

The real facts of the case are, tliat not one of tlu* children in question turned ■. 

Protestant ; and that there is not the least prc^Unicui, (on a review of the ed- [ 

dence,) for stating that it was proved to tlni guiirdiaus tlmt the chilchen were 1 

turned Proteshmt, much less for assei-ting that tlu^y Tiuanimously declared that 
undue influence had been used in producing a result wliioh wjis not proved to [ 
exist, and which, according to the evidence taken ou the <)th and lOth December, f 
did not exist. 

The Commissioners are informed by Mr. Otway, that during the inquiry it ■ 

was mentioned in Mr. O’Neill’s presence, that at all events "the boys he had I 

alluded to had not turned Protestants or had ccuised to Ixdong to his faith, , 

and that he did not attempt to answer or deny the statement. In reference, ^ 

however, to the gist of the charge against the guardians, even this would have 
been secondary to the question of whether evidence had been produced to the 
Board of Guardians, at the first inquiry, of the children having turned Pro* * 
testants. Now it appears to the Commissioners as morally certain that no i 
such evidence was then produced, as it is alisolutely ctu’tain that no such en- 
dence was produced at the late investigation ; and thus Mr. O’Neill stands in I 
the discreditable position of having made charges against the guardians which j 
are incorrect and unjust, and of not having the inanlineas and candour to apo- 
logise when an opportunity was given to him for retraction. | 

Under these circumstances the Commissioners deem Mr. O’Neill’s conduct 
totally destitute of any reasonable justification ; he still makes assertions as to 
the perversion of the religion of the chihhen ; l)ut these assertions are incon- 
sistent with the evidence upon oath, and would at any rate leave untouched 
the question of the evidence which was presented to the guardians at the &st 
inquiry. Notwithstanding, therefore, the causes which he had for oomplmnti 
the Commissioners deem him severely censurable, and they will convey to him 
their severe censure accordingly. 

With reference to the question of his appealing to a triliunal which had no 
jurisdiction in the. case, the Commissioners desire to state that this point had 
not been overlooked by them, but that they deemed it peculiarly inopportune 
to advert to it before the questions which formed the subject of the late inves- 
tigation had been finally settled. With aU possible respect to the Newtown 

^ Limavady 
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Limavady Board of GuardianSj the Commissioners deem it within their own 
province to notice points of this Mad at their own time and in their own 
manner. 

The Commissioners have only to add, that the rule that no adult pauper 
shall be permitted to attend the public worship of any other than the chaplain 
of the ^ligious persuasion in which his name is entered in the register, appears 
to the Commissioners to be implied in the workhouse regulations, and to be 
merely in conformity with the simplest maxims of policy in an establishment 
which embraces inmates of various religious persuasions, and on which any 
practice which affords even a pretext for the charge of proselytism ought to he 
carefully avoided. ° 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Cleric. 



Lettek from the Commissioners to the Master of the Workhouse. 

No. 2346 D./47. 

Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sit* 8 February 1847. 

The Poor-law Commissioners have had under their consideration the evidence 
taken by their Assistant Commissioner, Mr. Otway, on the 9th and 10th of 
December last, in the presence of the Board of Guardians of the Newtown 
Limavady Union, respecting certain complaints preferred against you, as 
master of the workhouse, by the Roman-catholic chaplain. The Commis- 
sioners have also been in correspondence with the guardians on the subject, 
and they now deem it necessary to communicate to you their decision on those 
charges. 

The decision of the Commissioners is contained in a letter addressed by them 
to the Board of Guardians on the 9th ultimo, and an extract from that letter is 
herewith forwarded to you. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Schoolmaster of the Workhouse. 



No. 2346D./47. 



Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 8 February 1847. 

The Poor-law Commissioners have had under their consideration the evidence 
taken by their Assistant Commissioner, Mr. Otway, on the 9th and 10th of 
December last, in the presence of the Board of Guardians of the Newtown 
Limavady Union, respecting certain complaints preferred against you, as 
schoolmaster of the workhouse, by the Roman-catholic chaplain. 

The decision of the Commissioners is contained in a letter addressed by them 
to the Board of Guardians on the 9th ultimo ; an extract from that letter is 
enclosed herewith, by which you will perceive that the Commissioners deem it 
necessary that you should cease to be schoolmaster of Newtown Limavady 
workhouse, and they accordingly request that you will at once forward your 
resignation to this office ; and they desire to state, that unless you do so, the 
order for your removal will be issued. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Extract referred to in foregoing Letter. 

As to the schoolmaster, some unsupported charges against him will be noticed under the 
third head ; but at present the Commissioners will merely consider a charge of his having 
ridiculed Roman-catholic children, by saying no man or piiest couH forgive sins, save God 
alone. This charge against the schoolmaster rests mainly upon the evidence of the boyCal- 
laghan. He states “that Mr. Pigot (the schoolmaster) talked to him on religious subjects, 
3^8. F 2 and 
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Newtown and that he toWhim that there was no use in going to Mr. O’Neill, for he could do noth' ' 
Limavady Union, for them ; that he could not foj^ive sins ; that M r. Pigot, told him this when goiiw to 

fession to Mr. O’Neill; that hetold it to him before all the l^oinati-catholics” m theach^^l* 

and that there were Protestants as well as Ronian-catliolics present. In addition to th ' 
evidence, a boy of the name of Margy states, “ I heard Mr. Pigot say in the workro™ 
that no one could forgive sins but God alone.” HcaeknowledgoH, indeed, that he first ast 'll 
Mr. Pigot the question if the priest could forgive sins : that Mr. Pigot did not comme 
the conversation ; that he merely replied to his qticaLion, and that he did not laugh at 
Catholic religion or confession, or turn it into ridicule; that he never heard Mr Pltr f 
speak on the subject but on the day he asked him the question ; uud that no one eve' 
hindered him from going to mass. Mann (the shoomakt'v to the workhouse) states thaf 
Margy asked the schoolmaster if the priest could forgive sins, and tlmt he merely said 
not; and Browly states the same, and that ho never heard any ciouvniftation between Mr 
Pigot and the boys at any other time on reliuioii. IJiulor ordinary circum.stauccs, it would 
not appear to the Commissionci-s tlmt the evidonco of Margy should ho tuknii us criminatiti? 
the schoolmaster to such a serious degree as to rondor his removal from his office neces- 
sary. Such a young man (the schoolmaster is .stn.to<l to l)o a very young man), from wain 
of consideration on the moment, when such a question was put to Ihm, miiriit have renlied 
as stated, without any intention to disparage or interfere with I, lie veligdoii of the bov 
who put the question; yet when the Cornmissionors consider the cvidcncQ in reference 
to Margy, together with the evirlence of Callaghan, and, aliovo all, with the fict that from 
some cause or other the Uoman-catholic cbildrm have been froquenting Protestant worship 
and had lo be pulled out of ihe room when Prolesuiut service was going to be performed- 
and when the Commissioners consider that althougli none of the boys appear to have 
turned Protestants, a laxity of religious principle has been by some means iuduced —the 
Commissioners cannot but think that a change of the schoolmaster is called for, and that the 
teacher of the Ronian-catholics should be above even the suspicion of ever Ivaving tampered 
in the slightest degree with their religious faith. The Commissiouei-s understand that the 
schoolmaster is a well-disposed, mild, well-educated young man, and they are not prepared 
to say that under different circumstances he may not be a useful member of society as 
a teacher ; but they think it due to the Roman-catholic cliapluin, and to Romaii-cailiolics 
of the house and the union, that he should now bo dismissed. They have accordingly 
caused an order to be prepared for his removal, which, however, from consideration fortis 
general character, they will omit to issue if he forwards his resignation. 



Le-ttek from the Commissioners to the Rov. B. O'Neill, enclosing copy of 
Letter to Guardians of OtU Februtiry. 

No. 2346D./47. 

Poor-law (Jommissiou Office, Dublin, 
Rev. Sir, 8 Fehrumy 1H47. 

I AM directed by the Poor-law Commissioners to forward to you herewith 
the copy of a letter which they addressed on the Ctli instant to the Newtown 
Limavady Board of Guardians, on the subject of the latt^ investigation into cer- 
tain charges brought by you against the officers and the religious management 
of Newtown Limavady workhouse ; and in conformity with that part of the 
letter which relates personally to yourself, they desire to state, that notwith- 
standing the causes which you had for complaint, the Commissioners deem 
you severely censurable, and they hereby severely C(msure you accordingly. 

The Commissioners have only to add that they wish you distinctly to under- 
stand that they do not admit tliie correctness of your statements respecting the 
Roman-catholic children, contained in your letter of the 2 1st ultimo, as these 
statements appear to the Commissioners inconsistent with the evidence taken 
upon oath at the late investigation. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Letter from the Guardians to the Commissioners. 

. No. 4470 D./47, 

Newtown Limavady Board-room, 

Gentlemen, j5 February 1847- 

The guardians of the Newtown Limavady Union are sorry to find, by a 
letter of die Commissioners, of the 6th instant, that in the matters in which 
the guardians have ventured to differ from them, the Commissioners “propose 
simply to act upon their own views.” These views the guardians must in 

honesty 
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honesty avow to be diametrically opposed to theirs ; and as in actine; on them 
they conceive there will be a palpable violation of justice, they take the liberty 
with all due deference, to remonstrate against the proceeding. 

The Commissioners deem it competent to an accuser to prefer the same 
ch^ge agmnst the same individual as often as he may think fit, and that the 
withdrawal of it is only a reason personal to himself why it should not be 
again brought forward or re-opened.” 

IVom a doctrine so repugnant to all principle and established practice the 
guardians beg to dissent ; they believe it to be consistent with common sense 
^ well as common law, that when a man is once fairly found not guilty unon 
any prosecution before any court having competent jurisdiction of the offence 
he may plead such acquittal in bar of any subsequent accusation for the 
same crime. Were it otherwise who would be safe, or where would be the end 
of disputes ? 



A prosecutor puts a person upon his trial before a tribunal duly authorized 
to hear it, he acquiesces in the decision pronounced ; and is it to be tolerated 
that he shall be at hberty, whenever it may suit his purpose, to bring it again 
forward, not in the shape of an appeal to a superior court, but as a complaint 
which had never been previously investigated cr redressed. This is indeed 
playing f^t and loose with justice ; and the guardians may be permitted to 
ask, of what possible advantage is it that they should devote their time to the 
investigation and adjustment of differences, if either of the parties implicated 
in them may, not by way of appeal or rehearing, hut when he finds it con- 
venient, re-open the settlement ? 

The guardians know, and they were happy in the knowledge, that their 
adjudications were not final : but in this case an inquest was held upon defunct 
and buried grievances ; the guardians were indeed permitted to attend it but 
fresh evidence was_ submitted in support of old charges, and new ones brought 
forward, which might have been, but were not, previously heard of. The 
dangerous tendency of such a course is obvious. 

These remarks apply to the case as well of the master as of the schoolmaster 
The want of discretion in the latter had already been inquired into ; and it is 
in the recollection of the guardians who were present when he was reprimanded, 
that his punishment, if not mitigated by the express desire of Mr. O’Neill, was 
at least by that gentleman deemed adequate to his crime. It is an acknow- 
ledged maxim, as the guardians believe, that no one should be twice punished 
for the same offence. 



The Commissioners are pleased to say they deem Mr. O’Neill severely cen- 
surable certain it is “ he stands in the discreditable position of having made 
charges incorrect and unjust in other words, convicted of a false and scan- 
dalous libel, one which, if it obtained credit, would be productive of the most 
injurious consequences. But there is a question connected with it, on which 
the guardians find themselves compelled to differ widely in opinion with the 
Commissioners. The guardians complain that the case made against them 
and their officers is carried before the Repeal Association, and the authority of 
that body clamorously invoked by the Roman-catholic chaplain. This open, 
gross, and, as it seems to them, unwarrantable procedure, is not so much as 
noticed by the Commissioners; the guardians did imagine “the point” had 
been overlooked by them. They now find that the Commissioners deemed it 
peculiarly inopportune to advert to it in their communication of the 9th of last 
month, delivered as a final decree, and referred to as such in their letter of the 
6th instant ; wherein they add, “ with aU possible respect to the Newtowji Lima- 
vady Board of Guardians, the Commissioners deem it within their own province 
to notice points of that kind at their own time and in their own manner.” The 
guardians, by the way, would fain learn (without being needlessly inquisitive) 
in what part of the evidence before them, or where, the Commissioners descried 
a “point” undiscovered by the guardians, but which is put forward in the letter 
of the 9th in aggravation of his offence; namely, the youthof the master. 

The guardians may have been in error, but they were in tl;e habit of believ- 
mg the Commissioners to be invested with ample powers, which, however, as 
servants of the public, and remunerated as such, they are bound to exercise 
for the public good. But the right, absolute and unconditional, “ to make 
points at their own time and in their own manner,” where, for example, the 
character or interest of others is assailed or constitutional principles involved, 

3^'^- F 3 is 
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is such an assumption of authority as is wholly inconsistent with the public 
good. Their own time might never arrive ; and their own manner might pos. 
sibly be highly objectionable. It would make the performance of a duty £dto- 
gether discretionaryj whilst the performance is postponed '^ad Ulitum” The 
guardians can scarcely think this within the province of the Commissioners, or 
that there is within any province in Europe, out of Turkey or Russia, such a 
right at the present day in existence. 

It only remains for the guardians to say they are unable to find anything in 
the workhouse regulations by which it is “implied” that an adult pauper 
having on the Sabbath attended the celebration of public worship by the chap- 
lain of the persuasion in which he is registered, shall be prohibited from 
attending afterwards the religious service of another chaplain. 

The guardians have to repeat they will not make themselves parties to the 
enforcement of a rule so uncalled for, nor deprive the inhabitants of the work- 
house of a privilege conceded to the inmates of a gaol. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Rohci-t Ross, Union Clerk. 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Schoolmaster of the Workhouse. 



No. 4470 D./1847. 



Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 18 February 1847. 

With reference to the letter addressed to you on the 8th instant, in which 
the Poor-law Commissioners requested you would forward your resignation of 
the ofl&ce of schoolmaster of Newtown Limavady workhouse to this office, and 
intimated that unless you did so an order for your removfj would he issued ; 
I am now directed by the Commissioners to state, that as they have received 
from you no answer to that letter, they issue the order in accordance with the 
statement contained in it. 

The order is herewith enclosed. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Gerk. 



Obder for the Dismissal of the Schoolmaster. 

No. 25465 D./46. 

Newtown Limavady Union. 

To the Guardians of the Poor of the Newtown Limavady Union ; to John Pigott, School- 
master of the Workhouse of (he said Union; to the Clerk or Clerks to the Justices of 
the Petty Sessions held for the Division or Divisions in which the Townlunds and Places 
comprised within the said Union are situated ; and to all others whom it may concern. 

I, Edward Turner Boyd Twisleton, one of the Poor-law Commissioners, required by 
one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State to act in Ireland, for the purpose of 
carrying into exention the provisions of an Act passed in the second year of the reign 
of Her present Majesty Queen Victoria, intituled, “ An Act for the more effectual Relief of 
the Destitute Poor in freland,” and now acting therein, do hereby declare that I deem John 
Pigott unfit for the office of schoolmaster of the workhouse of the Newtown Limavady Union; 
and in pursuance of the provisions of the said Act, and in execution of the powers thereby 
vested in me in this behdf, I do hereby remove him from the said office. And I do hereby 
order and direct that the said John Pigott shall forthwith cease to exercise any of the 
powers or perform any of the duties of the said office. 

And I do hereby order and direct the said John Pigott, as soon as may be after the 
receipt of this order, to quit the said workhouse and the premises appertaining or belonging 
thereto. 

And I do hereby require and atithorize the Board of Guardians of the said union, as soon 
as conveniently may be, to appoint some fit and proper person to be schoolmaster of the 
said workhouse, in the room of the said John Pigott; and to report the said appointment 
when made, together with the amount of salary to be given to the person so appointed as 
aforesaid, to the Poor-law Commissioners. 

Given under my hand and seal this I8th day of February, in the year of our Lord 
1847. 



(signed) E. T. E. Twishtem. 
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Letter from the Commissioners to the Clerk of the Guardians. 

No. 4470 D./47. 

Poor law Commissioners’ Office, Dublin, 

20 February 1847. 

I AM directed by the Poor-law Commissioners to state that they have 
received the letter which you wrote to them on the 1 5th instant, in the name 
of the Newtown Limavady Board of Guardians. 

^ The Commissioners have already written two letters to the Board of Guar- 
dians on the subject to which that letter refers ; and as the Commissioners are 
aware that their view of the matters adverted to by you are decidedly different 
from those entertained by the Board of Guardians, the Commissioners do not 
propose to continue a correspondence which can lead to no practical result ; 

they must not be supposed to acquiesce in the 
validity of any of the analogies or reasonings advanced by the Board of Guar- 
dians in support of their opinions. 

The Commissionei's, in accordance with what they stated in their letter of 
the 6th mstent, We felt themselves placed under the disagreeable necessity of 
removing the schoolmaster from his office, and they request the guardians to 
be so good as to proceed witliout delay to the appointment of a Successor. 
The Commissioners have felt bound to act on their own views, although they 
regret that there should have been a difference of opinion between them and 
the Newtown Limavady Board of Guardians. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Newtown 
Limavady Union. 



Extract from Guardians’ Minutes of 15th February 1847. 

No. 4511 D./47. 

The two Protestant chaplains came before the Board, and presented a pro- 
test against the order of the Commissioners, viz.. That no adult pauper should 
be permitted to attend the reli^ous service of any chaplain who is not the 
chaplain of the religious persuasion which they are registered as belonging to. 

Ordered, that a copy of said protest be sent to the Commisrioners. 



Copy.— Protest referred to in foregoing Extract. 

Having learned_with regret that the Poor-law Commissioners, in their communications 



wiA the Newtown Limavady Board of Guardians, have declared that they think it extremely 
obiectiouable, that m such an institution as a workhouse the inmates should be allowed to 
the religious worship of a chaplain, who is not the chaplain of the religious per- 

which they are registered as belonging to; ® ^ 



attend the 
suasion 



We the undersigned, cKapkins of the hoose, earnestly remonstrate and protest against 
the above decision, on the following grounds ; — ^ 

1 st. Because we consider it would be an unwarrantable infringement on the right of 
private judgment and liberty of conscience which is the birthright of every British subject. 

2d. Because we consider that the adult inmates of a workhouse should not be deprived 
ot that unrestricted Christian liberty enjoyed by them previous to their entrance. 

_ 3d. Because it would deprive many paupers of privileges hitherto enjoyed by them 
in this workhouse, and highly prized by them, and which they could continue to enjoy 
vnthout taking the extreme step of changing their registered profession of faith. 

4th. Because it would tend to injure the Farmony and peace of the inmates of the house, 
by placing the different persuasions in more marked opposition, and by giving rise to a 
bitter and sectarian spirit amongst them. 

(signed) Thomas Olphert, Church of England Chaplain. 

, *■ George Steen, a.m., Presbyterian Chaplain. 

15 February 1847. > i r 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Protestant and Presbyterian 
Chaplains of the Workhouse. 

No. 4511 D./47. 



Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Gentlemen, 20 February 1847. 

b Poor-law Commissioners have had before them a copy of the document 
Handed by you to the Newtown Limavady Board of Guardians at their last meet- 
ly 4 ing, 
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Newtown mg, in which you protest against the decision of the Commissioners in regard 
Limavady Union, [jig attendance of adult paupers at the celebration of_ religious worship by 

the chaplain of a persuasion different from that in which such paupers are 

registered ; and in reference thereto, the Commissioners desire to state that it 
is contrary to the spirit of the Irish Poor Relief Act, and opposed to general 
experience, whether in England or Ireland, to allow paupers to attend on 
reli^ous ministration different from that in which they are registered. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk. 



Letter from the Commissioners to the Guardians, enclosing Copy of 
foregoing Letter. 

No. 451 1 D./47. 

Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 20 February 1847. 

I AM directed by the Poor-law Commissioners to forward to you, to be laid 
before the Board of Guardians of the Newtown Limavady Union, the enclosed 
copy of a letter which they have addressed to the Protestant and Presbyterian 
chaplains, with reference to the protest referred to in the guardians’ minutes of 
the 15th instant. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, Chief Clerk. 
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